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Chapter  1 
INTRODUCTION  TO  QUALITY  OF  LIFE  STUDY 


Society  and  Community 

A  society  is  said  to  exist  when  several  individuals  interrelate  with  each  other  over  a  length 
of  time. 

If  it  is  to  survive,   every  society  has  certain  basic  functions  that  must  be  accomplished.     In 
addition  to  the  procreation  and  socialization  of  new  individuals,   each  society  must  provide  basic 
goods  and  services  to  its  members  in  order  that  they  might  physically  survive,   maintain  order  a- 
mong  other  members,   and  provide  for  relationships  with  other  new  members,   groups,   and  societies. 

These  basic  functions  are  facilitated  through  the  organization  of  the  five  major  institutions  of 
our  society  which  include  the  family,   government,   education,   the  economy,   and  religion.     Institu- 
tions may  be  defined  as  those  cultural  patterns  that  help  condition  human  behavior.   They  are  the 
primary  vehicles  for  conserving  and  transmitting  our  cultural  heritage.     Through  these,   individuals 
might  be  more  appropriately  provided  with  the  basic  physical /social  needs  such  as  adequate  food, 
clothing,   and  shelter. 

Without  a  doubt,  the  major  agency  of  our  society  has  been  and  will  continue  to  be  the  family 
(which  the  1970   Census  defines  as  a  household  head  and  one  or  more  persons  who  are  related  by 
blood,  marriage,  or  adoption  living  together  in  the  same  household). 

Earlier  in  history  before  our  society  became  so  urbanized,   the  family  was  totally  responsible 
for  the  physical  protection  of  its  members.      This  not  only  included  supporting  the  unemployed,   car- 
ing for  the  aged,  widowed,   retarded  or  orphaned,  but  also  providing  for  all  the  formal  education 
of  its  members.     The  church  did  provide  some  support  in  the  educational  arena,  however.     As  the 
population  increased  and  the  society  became  more  technologically  complex,   a  gradual  transference 
took  place  whereby  the  institution  of  government  little  by  little  assumed  more  leadership  in  the 


aforementioned  areas.    Similarly,   transferences  of  this  sort  also  occurred  in  the  other  institutions. 
For  example,  the  economic  institution  evolved  to  provide  for  the  physical  subsistence  of  society 
in  which  production,   processing,   distribution,   and  consumption  of  goods  and  services  became 
more  "institutionalized"  and  necessary  for  group  survival.     Meanwhile,  the  educational  institution 
developed  into  a  complicated,  well-ordered  system  of  public  and  private  learning  facilities.     As 
previously  stated,  this  system  was  formerly  divided  up  between  the  family  and  church  institutions. 
The  institution  of  religion  provided  then,   as  now,   a  kind  of  cultural  pattern  in  which  individuals 
were  provided  a  meaning  towards  life  and  a  means  of  coping  with  everyday  problems.     However, 
the  basic  trend  appears  to  be  a  loss  of  some  of  the  traditional  functions  by  both  the  church  and 
the  family,    and  a  gradual  relegation  of  these  functions  to  the  school,   the  economy,   and  govern- 
mental institutions. 

It  is  the  basic  purpose  of  these  institutions  to  meet  the  biological,   psychological,   and  social 
needs  of  the  people  which  they  serve.     These  institutions,   it  should  be  noted,   not  only  occupy 
physical  space,  but  often  do  so  in  fairly  close  proximity  to  each  other.     Social  interaction  occurs 
when  members  of  these  institutions  interrelate  with  each  other,   develop  rational  interests,  and 
develop  a  sense  of  identification  with  the  entity   (i.e.,  that  physical  area  that  these  persons  common- 
ly occupy).    This  entity  is  usually  referred  to  as  a  community. 

A  community  then  should  be  distinguished  from  a  society.     While  a  community  usually  in- 
volves a  sufficient  number  of  local  persons  interacting  with  each  other  for  specific  locally-shared 
concerns  in  a  generally  continuous  fashion  and  is  governed  by  a  common  set  of  institutions ,   a 
society  is   generally  a  much  larger  entity  and  is  sometimes  composed  of  thousands  of  communities. 

There  are  three  main  types  of  communities:      rural,   urban  and  metropolitan. 

A  rural  community  is   a  "small  constellation  of  institutions  and  families  focused  on  a  common 
center  and  sharing  common  interests  and  functions."1*     While  some  community  members  may  live 
close  to  the  cluster  of  institutions,  many  others  generally  live  further  out  in  the  country  and  con- 
sequently make  less  contact  with  these  focal  institutions. 

The  metropolitan  community,  on  the  other  hand,  is  a  twentieth  century  ^phenomenon  and  u- 
sually  involves  a  "constellation  of  communities  grouped  about  a  central  city."     The  metropolitan 


♦Footnotes  appear  at  the  end  of  each  chapter. 


community  "reflects  modern  industrial  methods,  means  of  communication,  and  forms  of  transpor- 
tation." 3 

The  community  with  which  this  study  is  involved  is  the  urban  one  (i.e.,  the  City  of  Gaines- 
ville, Florida).  Historically,  the  urban  community  has  been  the  center  of  social  change  as  well  as 
the  center  of  social  problems.  Many  persons  of  different  racial,  ethnic,  cultural,  and  religious  ties 
migrate  to  the  urban  communities  bringing  with  them  new  ideas,   values,   and  cultures. 

This  diversity  of  backgrounds  of  many  persons  encourages  men  to  develop  new  techniques 
for  dealing  with  each  other  and  their  physical  environment.     Intricate  transportation,   communica- 
tion,  and  industrialization  systems  are  thereby  devised,   and  new  innovations  occur.     Sometimes 
these  new  innovations  come  about  so  rapidly  that  primary  group  controls  at  least  begin  to  break 
down,   and  the  social  institutions  that  bind  these  many  persons  together  become  disorganized,   re- 
sulting in  juvenile  delinquency,   drug  addiction,   crime,   family  disorganization,   sexual  delinquency, 
and  so  forth . 

For  the  most  part,   those  persons  and  families  incurring  such  social  decay  problems  live  in 
easily  definable,  physically  decaying  residential  areas  characterized  by  substandard  housing  units, 
inadequate  street  and  lot  layouts,    and  incompatible  mixtures  of  land  uses.      Such  areas  are,  in  a 
large  way,   a  menace  to  the  public  health,   safety,   and  welfare  of  the  residents  and  the  larger  urban 
community  of  which  they  are  a  part. 

As  a  means  for  lessening  such  social-physical  decay  problem  areas,   these  communities  con- 
sidered urban  renewal  programs  as  at  least  partial  solutions  for  ending  the  physical  decay  and 
encouraging  social  reorganization  and  upgrading.     The  following  section  describes  what  an  urban 
renewal  program  has  generally  involved. 

Urban  Renewal  Programs 

Regarding  modern  day  communities  and  their  subsequent  problems,   urban  renewal  has  prob- 
ably generated  some  of  the  most  controversial  remarks.     Basically,  urban  renewal  has  involved 
upgrading  both  residential  and  non-residential  urban  areas  by  way  of  three  main  activities:    re- 
development,  rehabilitation,   and  conservation.     Its  primary  purpose  is  to  improve  the  quality  of 


life  of  the  total  community  by  attacking  the  social,   economic,    and  physical  decay  problems  of 
the  city.     In  the  past  urban  renewal  programs  have  been  more  specifically  oriented  to  slum 
clearance,   replacing  and  restoring  deficient,  obsolete  and  unsanitary  structures,  providing 
more  adequate  sanitation,  transportation  and  other  service  facilities,   and  eliminating  both  traf- 
fic congestion  and  the  haphazard  mixing  of  land  uses. 

Redevelopment  often  entails  complete  clearance  of  deteriorated  structures  in  large  areas 
and  rebuilding  of  new  ones.     Structures  that  are  deteriorating  are  often  razed  because  they 
are  so  dilapidated  that  no  effective  public  and/or  private  expenditures  can  economically  be 
made. 

Rehabilitation  measures,   on  the  other  hand,   are  generally  not  aimed  at  total  demolition: 
they  are  usually  directed  at  those  neighborhoods  which  contain  blighting  influences  but  still 
possess  the  potentiality  of  providing  a  sound  living  environment.     Rehabilitation  procedures 
include,  but  are  not  necessarily  limited  to,   developing  vacant  land,   removing  obsolete  build- 
ings,  replacing  and  upgrading  building  facades,  providing  new  neighborhood  amenities    (such 
as  open  spaces,   parks,   etc.)    and  installing  new  individual  building  amenities  such  as  new 
electrical  wiring.     All  or  part  of  these  could  be  accomplsihed  in  hopes  of  restoring  an  area  to 
its  original  function  or,   on  the  other  hand,  to  bring  about  a  more  appropriate  use  to  an  area. 

A  conservation  program  is  one  directed  at  the  prevention  of  blight  in  currently  sound 
living  areas.      It  is  a  protective  process   designed  to  maintain  the  quality  and  function  of  an 
area  and/or  neighborhood.     This  process  allows  for  the  adequate  maintenance  of  an  area  while 
preventing  inappropriate  developments  of  land  and  building  structures.     In  short,  the  conser- 
vation program  aims  at  preventing  deterioration  and  blight  so  that  an  area  will  not  need  rede- 
velopment and/or  rehabilitation. 

Historically,   then,   urban  renewal  has  been  concerned  with  a  wide  range  of  urban  activities. 
In  addition  to  the  clearing  and  upgrading  of  slum  and  blighted  areas  and  the  improvement  of  older 
buildings,   urban  renewal  was  also  applied  to  urban  highways   and  open  space  planning  and  develop- 
ment as  well  as  Central  Business  District  development.     In  short,  urban  renewal  has  been  utilized 
as  the  primary  tool  to  remove  blight.4 


As  defined  by  the  City  of  Gainesville  Code  of  Ordinances,  %.  blighted  area  is  one  which 
contains  a  substantial  number  of  dilapidated  and  deteriorating  structures.     In  addition  to  in- 
adequate street  layouts,  faulty  lot  layouts    (especially  in  relation  to  structure  size,   adequacy, 
and  accessibility)  ,  blighted  areas  tend  to  show  diversity  of  ownership  ,   and  delinquencies  in 
tax  and  special  assessment  payments.     In  brief,  the  blighted  area  is  one  which  is  unsanitary, 
unsafe,   and  constitutes  economic  or  social  liability  to  the  community  and  is  a  menace  to  the 
public  health,  safety,  morals,  and  welfare  in  its  present  condition. 

That  same  section  in  the  charter  also  defines  a  slum  area  as  one  in  which  there  is  a 
predominance  of  buildings  that  are  dilapidated,   deteriorated,  old,   and  obsolete.     These  build- 
ings generally  contain  inadequate  provisions  for  ventilation,   light,   air,   sanitation,    and  open 
space.     Additionally,  high  population  densities,   overcrowding  conditions,   and  conditions  which 
endanger  life  and/or  property  are  paramount  in  these  areas.     The  slunnParea,  in  conclusion,  is 
a  combination  of  factors  that  are  conducive  to  ill -health,  infant  mortality,  juvenile  delinquency, 
crime,   and  transmission  of  disease. 

As  the  two  above  definitions  allude,  blight  may  be  broken  up  into  three  main  forms:   phy- 
sical,  socio-economic,   and  complex. 

Physical  blight  may  include  structural  deterioration,   poor  or  missing  sanitation  facilities, 
dilapidated  and  deteriorated  structures,  presence  of  trash  and  rubbish,  pollution    (air,   noise, 
etc.),  poor  or  lacking  community  facilities    (playgrounds,   schools,   open  space,   water/sewer/elec- 
trical systems),   and  inadequate  street  and  drainage  facilities. 

Socio-economic  blight  might  include  areas  with  high  rates  of  crime,   prostitution,  juvenile 
delinquency,  venereal  disease,  ill-health,   and  welfare  recipiency.     In  addition,  it  may  be  con- 
cerned with  the  concentration  of  tax  delinquent  and  tax  title  properties,   declining  property  values, 
and  the  presence  of  high  building  vacancy  rates. 

Complex  blight,  on  the  other  hand,  envelops  areas  with  large  amounts  of  socio-economic 
blight  and  incompatible  land  uses;    obsolete  layouts  of  lots,  blocks,   streets,   and  neighborhoods; 
and  unsafe  conditions  of  marginal  lands    (i.e.,   areas  that  are  conducive  to  flooding,  marshiness, 
or  tidal  flows)  . 


As  the  two  Code  of  Ordinances  definitions  imply ,   the  basic  difference  between  a  slum 
and  a  blighted  area  is  the  size.     The  slum  area  is  more  concentrated  and  definite,   contains 
more  complex  blight  forms ,   and  probably  requires  wholesale  redevelopment;    a  blighted  area 
is  less  extensive  and  in  less   disrepair.     Blight,   too,   may  be  considered  as  a  process   and  a 
disease  which  causes  a  slum. 

This  study  will  attempt  to  describe  by  way  of  the  utilization  of  social  indicators  the  ex- 
tent of  the  complex  blight  forms  that  exist  in  the  City  of  Gainesville. 

Analysis  of  Environmental  and  Social  Indicators 

For  a  long  time  some  city  planning  operaticns  have  proferred  the  idea  that  the  physical 
environment  chiefly  determined  the  social  behavior  of  the  residents.     It  was  felt  then  that  if 
the  physical  environment  were  improved,   social  pathologies  would  diminish.     Well-planned  and 
designed  neighborhoods,   parks,   and  community  facilities  would  aid  in  the  elimination  of  over- 
crowded and  deteriorated  units  and  blighted  areas,   which  in  turn  would  help  alleviate  crime, 
prostitution,   drug  addiction,  mental  illness,  broken  homes,  etc. 

Early  studies,   however,  pointed  out  that  these  initial  presumptions  were  only  partially 
correct,   and  that  the  social-physical  decay  that  existed  in  slum  and  blighted  areas  was  result- 
ant from  an  elaborate  interrelationship  of  social,   political,   economic  and  psychological  factors. 
Because  planners  realized  they  must  begin  weighing  the  social  repercussions  more  heavily, 
physical  approaches  to  comprehensive  planning  consequently  coverged  with  the  social  approaches 
to  city  planning  and  culminated  in  "comprehensive"  city  planning  efforts. 

The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  provide  decision-makers  with  an  objective  analysis  of  the 
social  and  physical  character  of  residential  development  of  the  community  so  as  to  point  out  pos- 
sible urban  renewal  areas . 

By  drawing  up  a  comprehensive  set  of  social  and  environmental  indicators,  the  relative 
status  of  districts  within  the  City  of  Gainesville  can  be  shown ,   a  more  systematic  and  objective 
analysis  of  the  City's  problems  can  be  provided,   and  a  tool  that  would  allow  for  an  intensive 
analysis  of  already  implemented  comprehensive  urban  programs  would  be  available. 


In  effect,   use  of  social  and  environmental  indicators  in  the  following  quality  of  life  study- 
could  be  informational  enough  to: 

1.  point  to  general  social  programs  which  could  improve  the  overall  quality  of  life  in  the 
total  community; 

2.  define  the  social-physical  decay  problems  as  thoroughly  as  possible; 

3.  delineate  general  areas  in  need  of  an  improved  quality  of  life;   and 

4.  provide  some  insight  as  to  possible  comprehensive  methods  that  might  improve  the  al- 
ready generally  defined  areas . 

What  is  "Quality  of  Life"? 

Although  it  is  virtually  impossible  to  define  because  of  the  generality  in  terminology  and  its 
applicability  to  almost  any  individual  or  class  trait  or  characteristic,  the  phrase  does  come  exceed- 
ingly close  to  meaning  the  state  or  condition  of  an  individual  or  group  of  individuals.     It  has  been 
described  as  that  which  refers  "...to  the  extent  to  which  environments,   social  and  physical,   are 
conducive  to  a  state  of  happiness ,  keeping  always  in  mind  that  for  many  people  externals  play  a 
comparatively  small  role  in  the  quality,   extent,  or  duration  of  their  episodes  of  happiness..."  ™ 

It  would  be  generally  agreed  that  a  society  would  enjoy  a  high  quality  of  life  when  each  and 
every  citizen  living  in  it  enjoys  the  following:      adequate  food,   shelter,   and  clothing;    a  good  job 
and  adequate  income;    good  mental  and  physical  health  and  health  services;    a  decent  education;    good 
housing  with  adequate  recreational  and  cultural  facilities;    an  ability  to  be  socially  and  economically 
mobile;    and  self-confidence  and  freedom  from  discrimination.      (see   Appendix  Table  A-l)  . 

In  reality,  however,   this  is  not  the  case.     We  know  that  there  are  often  deep-seated  problems 
in  any  or  all  of  the  aforementioned  areas,   and  quality  of  life  needs  serious  upgrading  in  some  or 
many  parts  of  our  communities.   These  areas  are  often  defined  as  slum  or  blighted  areas.     This  study 
will  look  at  least  indirectly  at  the  following  qualities  of  life:   poverty,  physical  health,  housing  quality, 


familial  disorganization,   and  individual  deviation. 

The  following  criteria  were  designated  to  be  indicators  of  quality  of  life  or  sccial  well- 
being  in  this  study: 

1.  Socio-Economic  Status 

2.  Educational  Achievement 

3 .  Health 

4.  Quality  of  Housing 

5.  Family  Disorganization /Individual  Deviation 

Urban  Indicators 

To  date,   there  appears  to  be  no  good,   accurate,   reliable,   and  generally  acceptable  yard- 
stick available  with  which  to  determine  whether  a  community  is  getting  better  or  worse.     However, 
with  the  advent  and  growing  interest  in  quality  of  life  studies ,  the  gap  between  the  actual  environ- 
ment —  social,  economic,   and  physical  —  and  measuring  that  actual  environment  effectively,   seems 
to  be  diminishing. 

As  previously  stated,  the  primary  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  expand  upon  the  relationships 
between  social  and  physical  decay  problem  areas.   In  another  study,   quality  of  housing  was  objec- 
tively analyzed  in  relation  to  a  refined  scaling  system.     This  section  will  attempt  to  deliver  some 
insight  into  the  social  aspects  that  parallel  physical  decay  problem  areas  through  the  utilization  of 
some  social  and  environmental  indicators . 

Definition  of  an  Urban  Indicator 8 

Based  on  in-depth  research  on  the  subject  of  indicators,  it  was  determined  that  probably  the 


most  accurate,   concise,   and  prevalent  definitions  of  the  same  can  be  portrayed  in  the  following 
two: 

1.  "...a  statistic  of  direct  interest  which  facilitates  concise,   comprehensive,   and  balanced 
judgments  about  the  condition  of  the  major  aspects  of  society  in  relation  to  its  goals..." 

2.  "...a  measure  of  the  aggregate  well-being  among  the  persons  and  families  within  a 
society,  a  city,  or  a  neighborhood..."10 

In  all  cases  it  was  found  to  be  a  statistic  of  commonly  held  importance  that  was  capable  of 
providing  at  least  some  evidence  as  to  the  extent  of  the  social  well-being  of  particular  geographic 
areas . 

In  addition  to  providing  some  quantitative  insight,  an  indicator  should  also  be  able  to  elicit 
some  qualitative  insight  (i.e.,  when  accurately  stated,  an  indicator  should  enable  the  audience  to 
make  a  judgment  as  to  "goodness"  or  "badness"  of  the  phenomena  being  measured)  . 

In  conclusion ,  then ,  it  should  be  a  general  indicator  of  well-being  of  many  different  public 
policies,  plans,  or  programs  that  is  responsible  for  at  least  intimating  at  crucial  urban  problems. 
It  should  be  a  key  factor  that  aids  in  supplying  the  necessary  information  for  determining  whether 
and  to  what  extent  a  community  has  progressed  or  declined.     It  should  also  make  due  provisions 
for  a  more  systematic  and  objective  evaluation  of  social,   environmental,   and  economic  conditions, 
programs,   and  plans  already  implemented. 

Problems  in  Utilizing  Social  Indicators 

Many  experts  in  the  fields  of  the  social  sciences    (especially  in  the  social  indicator  movement) 
and  social  reporting  programs  feel  that  the  current  state  of  the  social  indicator  movement  is  one  of 
underdevelopment    (i.e.,   several  difficulties  must  be  overcome  before  acceptance  can  become  more 
widespread)  .     There  appears  to  be  disharmony  on  many  and  varied  points. 

First  of  all,  there  exists  the  basic  problem  of  how  a  social  indicator  study  should  be  viewed. 


In  this  report,   it  seems  important  to  state  that  the  social  indicators  used  should  be  viewed 
merely  as  primary  tools  capable  of  spatially  describing  how  certain  urban  areas  quantitatively 
"measure  up"  with  each  other  on  specific  social  and  environmental  questions. 

Social  indicators,  historically,  have  lacked  agreement  and  general  understanding  on  the 
definitions  and  methods  of  measuring  certain  social  phenomena.     In  addition,  there  appears  to 
be  more  than  mild  confusion  as  to  the  social  indicator's  validity,   reliability,   and  adequacy  in 
representing  the  concept  of  social  well-being.     In  addition  to  the  problem  of  assigning   "weights" 
to  these  indicators,  there  is  also  the  problem  of  the  widespread  disagreement  as  to  what  are  the 
"typical"  or  generally  accepted  norms  for  social  well-being. 

Finally,  there  is  a  distinct  problem  in  the  possibility  of  extensive  error  by  the  various 
agencies  in  reporting  and  classifying  information  relative  to  social  indicators  such  that  any  use 
of  this  information  could  provide  distorted  and/or  biased  results. 

In  reference  to  this  specific  study,   several  other  major  obstacles  were  incurred  as  well. 
Before  the  study  was  begun,  several  agencies  were  contacted  in  order  to  more  clearly  define 
the  types,   sources,   availability,   and  accessibility  to  certain  information.     In  addition  to  the 
Housing  Division  of  the  Department  of  Community  Development,  the  Staff  also  contacted  the  Alachua 
County  School  Board,   County  Health  Department,   the  County  Welfare  Department,   City  of  Gainesville 
Police  Department,   and  the  State  of  Florida  Employment  Services. 

By  and  large,  most  of  the  agencies  were  found  to  be  receptive  and  responsive  to  the  concept 
and  in  offering  assistance.     On  one  occasion,  however,  it  was  discovered  that  information  could  not 
be  retrieved  unless  a  court  affidavit  allowing  accessibility  preceded  each  particular  individual  ad- 
dress pertinent  to  this  study.     More  than  once,  there  appeared  to  be  more  than  a  sincere  reluctance 
on  the  part  of  some  agency  officials  to  divulge  some  information,   apparently  because  of  its  high  de- 
gree of  sensitivity  and  confidentiality.     With  the  City  Manager's  assurance  in  written  form,  however, 
access  was  allowed  to  some  information. 

Probably  the  greatest  problem  inhibiting  acquisition  of  information  was  the  lack  of  a  centralized, 
automated  information  system  whereby  one  could  go  into  an  agency  and  quickly  extract  the  desired 
data.     Instead,  in  each  case  individual  data  had  to  be  compiled  by  hand.     This  process  seriously  im- 
peded the  amount  and  types  of  information  which  could  be  gleaned,   especially  when  time  and  money 
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constraints  were  taken  into  consideration. 

The  results ,  then ,  and  lack  of  explanatory  variables  in  this  study  should  be  viewed  with 
respect  to  these  aforementioned  limitations. 

In  conjunction  with  these  constraints,  it  was  also  realized  that  certain  major  assumptions 
must  be  made  not  only  relative  to  the  basic  study  mechanics  but  more  especially  in  defining 
social  well-being  and  quality  of  life.     These  include  the  following: 

1.  some  people  enjoy  a  better  "quality  of  life"  than  others;    while  some  people  find  it 
relatively  easy  to  enjoy  a  good  quality  of  life,  others  find  it  extremely  difficult; 

2.  quality  of  life  is  improved  when  a  larger  number  of  people    (numerically  and  propor- 
tionately)  than  before  are  able  to    feed,  clothe,  house,  and  educate  themselves;    a- 
chieve  a  more    meaningful  employment  status;    feel    they  will  achieve  more  equal  pro- 
tection under  the  law;    and  recognize  themselves  as  individuals    with  individual  talents; 

3.  "...while   'quality  of  life'   is   a  term  in  the  public  domain,   anyone  has  a  right  to  define 

it  in  his  own  way  -  it  is  fundamentally  a    normative  construct,  like  welfare  and  happiness, 
and  so  presents  problems  of  clarity  of  definition  and  of  consensus  if  it  is  to  play  any  role 
in  the  formation  and  evaluation  of  policy..."  ** 

4.  levels  in  quality  of  life  which  vary  through  time  will  be  affected  both  by  individual  char- 
acteristics and  the  residential  environment. 

History  of  the  Slum  Dweller  from  a  Socio-Economic  Point-of-View 

Historically,  those  people  who  have  resided  in  a  slum^r  blighted  area  are  the  same  ones 
who  have  predominantly  performed  the  unskilled  labor  and  service  functions  of  our  society. 

Many  of  these  same  people,  hindered  by  the  fact  that  there  exists  an  ever -decreasing  need 
for  unskilled  labor,  remain  unemployed  or  at  best  underemployed  and  are  often  pressured  into 
moving  from  one  impermanent,  underpaying  job  to  another. 
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Because  they  are  unskilled,   they  often  are  unable  to  qualify  for  reliable,   and  gainful 
employment.     Without  an  adequate  income,  they  are  unable  to  secure  the  necessities  of  life 
(such  as  shelter,   clothing,   food,   and  social  status).     The  lack  of  stable  and  meaningful  em- 
ployment often  results  in  increased  social  and  emotional  unsteadiness  **and  seriously  hinders 
people  from  becoming  better  educated,  better  housed,   and  from  obtaining  better  access  to  a 
gamut  of  choices  of  privileges  that  the  middle  class  experiences  routinely,   as  well  as  a  better 
"quality  of  life." 

Feelings  of  worthlessness  and  marginal  family  membership  ,  therefore ,  grow  out  from  long 
periods  of  unemployment  or  underemployment.^  Familial  abandonment,  feelings  of  hopelessness, 
and  self-destructive  behavior  follow.  ^ 

For  that  reason ,  the  woman  often  becomes  the  dominant  member  of  the  family ,  frequently 
living  with  different  men  in  search  of  a  suitable  mate  and  a  father  for  her  children.     As  the 
family  becomes  primarily  female-based,   so  does  the  subculture;    relationships  are  often  accen- 
tuated by  free  union,   illegitimate  children,   and  broken  homes .15 

Children,   especially  males,   need  to  grow  up  under  the  guidance1^ of  some  male  authoritative 
figure.     Familial  desertions  by  the  male  parent  help  create    (if  not  amplify)   feelings  of  despair  and 
worthlessness.     From  a  very  early  age,  these  children  must  learn  to  adjust  to  ill-treatment,   strug- 
gling ,  and  vice. 

Just  as  their  parents  before  them ,   these  children  lack  the  proper  inspirational  guidance  and 
consequently  lack  the  interest  and  the  skill  to  participate  in  contemporary  society.  ^  They  suffer, 
too,  from  the  inability  to  recognize  an  opportunity  and  to  take  advantage  of  it  if  and  when  it  should 
become  available. *&  Feelings  of  indifference,   despondency,   and  rejection  result,   and  even  more  social 
and  emotional  unsteadiness  sets  in.   Defending  against  enemies,   living  in  households  with  mental  ill- 
ness, learning  to  co-exist  with  an  alcoholic  or  drug-addicted  parent,  and  lacking  in  the  necessary 
environment  conducive  to  learning  to  read,  write,   study,   and  relate  to  teachers  becomes  a  way  of 
life. 

Those  who  are  fortunate  enough  to  be  taken  under  the  wing  of  some  sensitive  teacher  or 
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counselor  and  are  taught  to  read,  write,   and  study  properly  are  often  classified  by  their  fellow 
classmates  and  peers  as  deviant  or  queer.     Often,  these  children  must  regress  to  the  level  of 
their  classmates  in  order  to  be  socially  acceptable.     Those  who  are  unwilling  to  regress  must  be 
prepared  to  defend  themselves.     In  effect,   children  learn  behavioral  patterns  totally  useful  in  their 
culture,  but  highly  unacceptable  in  society  as  a  whole. 

As  they  reach  adulthood  and  become  physically  mature,   emotional  growth,   social  growth, 
and  educational  attainment  become  retarded. 

Further  hindered  by  the  ever-decreasing  need  for  unskilled  labor ,  they  too  must  seek  employ- 
ment.    The  individual,  like  members  of  the  generation  before  him,  must  also  learn  to  cope  with  oc- 
cupational instability  in  addition  to  larger  society's   rejecting  him  for  his  upbringing,   lack  of  education, 
and  ability  to  perform  only  menial  tasks.     In  short,  he  must  learn  to  cope  with  his  particular  quality 
of  life.     He  must  also  learn  to  gain  self-respect  and  dignity.     He  becomes  apathetic,   cynical,   and  even 
hostile  towards  those  who  try  to  help  him.    8  Tha  generation  that  follows  will  suffer  from  a  worse  or 
at  best  similar  quality  of  life. 

Children  consequently  grow  up ,  experience  the  world  as  a  place  where  it  makes  no  sense  to 
plan  for  the  future,  to  depend  on  others,   and  to  conform  to  society's  standards. 
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families ,   and  their  problems  will  not  be  erased     by  putting  families  in  a  public  housing  pro- 
ject." 

7  Lowdon  Wingo,   The  Quality  of  Life:      Toward  a  Microeconomic  Definition ,   Urban  Studies 
10:1    (University  of  Glasgow,    1973),   4. 

o 

For  a  good  comprehensive  historical  narrative  of  the  evolution  of  the  social  indicator 
movement,  the  reader  is  referred  to  a  study  by  Robert  J.   Gray  titled,   "Social  Well-Being  in 
Tampa,  Florida:      A  Case  Study  in  the  Use  of  Social  Indicators  at  the  Intra-City  Level,"  pp. 
20-27,   and  a  publication  by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  titled,     Quality  of  Life  Indi- 
cators -  A  Review  of  the  State -of-  the  -Art  and  Guidelines     Derived  to  Assist  in  Developing  En- 
vironmental Indicators      (December,   1972),  pp.   32-35. 
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9  Quality  of  Life  Indicators  -   A  Review  of  State-of-the-  Art  and  Guidelines  Derived  to 
Assist  in  Developing  Environmental  Indicators,     Environmental  Studies  Division  Office  of  Re- 
search "and  Monitoring,  Environmental  Protection  Agency    (December,   1972),  p.   5. 

10Darwin  G.   Stuart,     Urban  Indicators:      Their  Role  in  Planning ,     Planning  Advisory 
Service  Report  #281    (June,   1972)  ,  pp.  3-8. 

11Wingo,  p.    16. 

12M.   Fried  and  J.   Levin,    "Some  Social  Functions  of  Urban  Slums",   p.    72,  as  listed  in 
B.   J.   Frieden  and  R.   Morris,   eds.,   Urban  Planning  and  Social  Policy    (New  York,    1968). 
"Clearly,  any  attempt  to  regard  the  slum  as  only  a  residential  habitat  for  the  working  class, 
as  merely  a  locus  of  poor  housing  and  low  rent,   or  as  mainly  a  harbor  for  many  forms  of 
social  pathology,  neglects  its  prime  significrnce  in  rendering  a  meaningful  life  in  a  society 
which  is  oriented  to  different  values  and  different  patterns  of  social  relationship . " 

13j.   k.    Myers  and  B.   H.   Roberts,   Family  and  Class  Dynamics  in  Mental  Illness    (New 
York,   1959).     Members  of  lowest  class  groups  show  highest  rates  of  schizophrenia.     E.   L. 
Faris  and  H.   W.   Dunham,   Mental  Disorders  in  Urban  Areas    (University  of  Chicago  Press,    1939). 
Highest  rates  for  certain  forms  of  mental  illness  are  found  in  or  near  CBD. 

*-^N.   M.    Bradburn  and  D.    Caplovitz,     Reports  on  Happiness      (Chicago,    1965).     Income 
and  employment  status  correlates  with  happiness. 

■^W.  J.  Goode,  "Economic  Factors  and  Marital  Stability,"  American  Sociological  Review,  16: 
802-812  (1951),  p.  803.  There  are  higher  divorce  ratios  among  persons  of  lower  socio-economic 
status . 

6D.   G.   Sills,   ed.  International  Encyclopedia  of  the  Social  Sciences ,   4,   301.     There  is 
evidence  that  a  weak  or  absent  father  distorts  a  boy's  sex  identity  so  that  he  tends  to  be  effem- 
inate or  compensatorily  overmasculine. 
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17j.   A.   Kahl,    "Educational  and  Occupational  Aspirations  of  'Common  Man'  Boys,"  Har- 
vard Educational  Review  23    (1953),   3,   186-203.     Middle  class  parents,  in  comparison  with 
lower  class  parents,  place  more  stress  on  values  which  result  in  high  levels  of  aspirations 
and  achievement  in  the  educational/occupational  spheres. 

1°H.  J.   Gans,   Social  and  Physical  Planning  for  the  Elimination  of  Urban  Poverty ,  as  listed 
in  Frieden,  pp.   39-54. 
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Chapter  2 
BASIC  STUDY  METHODOLOGY 


In  order  to  understand  and  appreciate  the  methodology  utilized  in  this  study ,  the  reader 
should  be  made  aware  of  some  of  the  basic  techniques  and  assumptions  that  were  utilized  in  the 
statistical  analyses  that  were  performed. 

Data  Base 

In  order  to  better  define  those  social-physical  relationships  which  exist  between  the  physical 
and  social  environment,   data  that  is  collected  must  be  comparable  in  relation  to  both  time  and  space. 

Since  this  study  is  a  static  one,  the  time  factor  will  be  constant  in  order  to  allow  for  signifi- 
cant relationships  to  be  depicted.     In  view  of  the  fact  that  information  from  the  1970  Census  of  Pop- 
ulation and  Housing  was  utilized  as  a  basic  data  source,   it  was  necessary  to  continue  collecting  data 
relative  to  the  social  indicators  for  that  same  year. 

With  respect  to  holding  the  spatial  variable  constant,  it  was  decided  that  characteristics  at  the 
enumeration  district  level  would  be  analyzed  in  favor  of  available  population  and  household  informa- 
tion at  the  census  tract  level. 

It  should  be  noted  that  data  aggregated  at  the  enumeration  district  level  is  based  on  a  survey 
of  the  total  1970  population  of  the  area  in  question,  while  data  aggregated  at  the  census  tract  level 
is  based  on  a  sample  survey.     Census  tract  information  does  include,  however,  much  broader  infor- 
mation. 

Since  the  study  is  primarily  one  which  relates  to  housing  and  residential  quality,  the  entire 
housing  market  for  the  area  should  be  theoretically  examined.     Because  the  agency  responsible  for 
this  report  does  not  have  jurisdiction  over  the  entire  housing  market  of  the  Gainesville  Area,  the 
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total  housing  market  and  the  characteristics  which  relate  to  it  were  not  included  in  the  analysis. 

However,  the  area  covered   (the  City  of  Gainesville)   should  be  diverse  enough  to  insure  that  rea- 
sonably valid  results  occur. 

In  conclusion,  two  basic  assumptions  were  made  with  respect  to  aggregating  data  to  a  set  of 
enumeration  districts: 

1.  Social  problems  are  to  some  extent  related  to  their  physical  proximity  to  some  phenomenon 
or  set  of  phenomena;    and 

2.  Households  tend  to  spatially  differentiate  themselves  according  to  their  social,  physical 
and  economic  characteristics. 

Based  on  these  assumptions ,   each  household  should  be  more  like  another  household  in  that  same  dis- 
trict than  a  household  existing  in  another  or  adjoining  district.     Additionally,  households  existing  in 
the  same  districts  would  similarly  experience  a  set  of  general  social  problems.     It  would  seem  that 
these  two  above-mentioned  assumptions  would  hold  more  especially  true  for  smaller  geographic  units. 
For  this  reason ,  too ,  the  enumeration  districts  in  the  City  of  Gainesville  were  chosen  as  the  basic 
spatial  unit  of  analysis  over  the  census  tract. 

Correlations 

A  correlation  coefficient  is  a  number  whose  value  ranges  from  plus  1.0  to  minus  1.0  and  de- 
fines the  degree  or  strength  of  relationship  between  two  variables.    Two  variables  are  said  to  have 
a  high  positive  correlation  when  a  high  value  in  one  variable  is   always  associated  with  a  high  value 
in  the  other    (for  example,   as  population  density  increases,   so  do  tuberculosis  rates),   and  a  low 
value  in  one  is  always  associated  with  a  low  value  in  the  other    (i.e.,   as  population  density  decreases, 
so  do  tuberculosis  rates)  .     Two  variables  have  a  high  negative  correlation  and  an  inverse  relationship 
when  a  high  value  for  one  is  associated  with  a  low  value  for  the  other    (for  example,   as  estimated  fam- 
ily income  increases,   crime  rates  decrease).     When  the  value  for  one  variable  cannot  be  associated 
with  values  of  the  other  in  this  way,  there  is  no  correlation  between  the  two,  in  which  case  the  cor- 
relation coefficient  will  register  a  zero.      This  study  utilized  the  Pearson  Correlation  Coefficient  which 
measures  the  amount  of  spread  about  the  linear  least-squares  equation  relating  the  two  variables.   More 
precisely ,  the  Pearson  Correlation  Coefficient    (r)   is  the  ratio  of  the  covariation  in  the  square  root  to 
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the  square  root  of  the  product  of  variation  in  the  two  variables.     If  the  two  variables  are  "x"  and 
"y".,  this  may  be  written: 

2     (xj  -x)  (yj-y )      19 

i-1 


r  = 


N  2      N 
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Regression  Equations 


The  correlation  coefficient  assumes  no  cause  and  effect  relationships  between  variables.     The 
regression  equation  does.     It  is  a  statistically  derived  equation  defining  a  causal  relationship  between 
one  dependent  variable    (or  social  indicator)    and  a  set  of  independent  variables.     This,  of  course,   re- 
quires some  knowledge  of  the  character  of  the  data  to  be  analyzed.     Chapter  9  will  explain  this  proce- 
dure in  further  detail. 

Factor  Analysis 

Factor  analysis  is  a  means  of  analyzing  the  variables  and  presenting  the  information  contained 
in  these  variables  in  a  smaller,  more  inclusive  and  significant  set  of  factors.     The  way  these  signif- 
icant factors    (social  indicators)   work  can  be  conceived  by  thinking  of  a  pair  of  highly  correlated 
variables . 

Recalling  previous  discussion  on  correlation,   if  two  variables  are  highly  correlated,   there  is 
assumed  to  be  a  strong  relationship  between  the  two.     If  the  value  assumed  by  one  variable  is  known, 
and  the  correlation  between  it  and  the  other  variable  is  known,   a  good  estimation  as  to  the  value  of 
the  other  variable  can  be  made.     Generally,  most  of  the  information  presented  by  the  two  variables 
is  therefore  available  through  the  inspection  of  one  of  the  variables.     For  example,  the  variable  of 
(1)   percentage  of  household  units  per  district  that  are  overcrowded  and    (2)   percentage  of  housing 
per  district  valued  at  less  than  $5,000  can  be  factor  analyzed  to  depict  the  social  indicator  of  poor 
housing  quality.     As  already  mentioned,  an  effort  was  made  to  use  generally  acceptable  statistics 
related  to  health,  education,  crime,  welfare,  and  blight  to  detect  the  presence  of  social  pathologies. 
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Two  factor  analyses  were  performed  on  all  the  variables  in  order  to  present  an  even  more 
inclusive  variable  or  social  indicator.     Each  social  indicator  was  viewed  independently  as  to  the 
effects  or  dependent  variables  in  a  set  of  regression  equations  with  the  elements  of  the  social 
system    (Census  information)   forming  the  set  of  independent  variables.     Using  z-scores,  these  social 
indicators  may  be  used  to  determine  the  standard  score  and  consequently  the  rank  of  each  enumera- 
tion district. 

Z-Scores 

Most  people  are  familiar  with  the  calculations  of  the  average,   or  mean  value  a  social  indicator 
might  assume.     In  calculating  the  average,   values  for  all  the  cases  are  added,   and  the  total  is  divid- 
ed by  the  number  of  cases  measured. 

From  the  divergence  of  the  values  measured,   another  measure  can  be  obtained.     This  is  the 
standard  deviation  which  tells  an  expected  value  difference  of  the  variable  measured  and  its  average 
value. 

The  z-score  is  the  ratio  of  the  divergence  of  this  value  from  the  average  for  any  particular 
case  to  the  standard  deviation  for  that  variable.     For  this  study,  the  higher  the  percentage,   average, 
or  rate,  the  higher  the  z-score. 

The  Study  Model 

As  was  stated  previously,  social  pathology  is  assumed  when  it  is  generally  understood  that 
there  exists  a  serious  unsatisfactory  state  in  the  social  system.    This  study  will  look  at  social  path- 
ologies   (social  indicators)    as  effects  caused  by  unsatisfactory  states  in  the  social  system.     These 
states   are  unsatisfactory  precisely  because  they  are  related  to  social  pathologies.     Other  than  this, 
there  is  no  more  than  subjective  information  as  to  the  character  of  these  states.    Given  a  mechanism 
to  sense  the  state  of  the  social  system,   however,   and  a  mechanism  for  detecting  the  presence  of 
social  pathologies ,   it  is  possible  to  define  the  unsatisfactory  states  as  those  being  highly  correlated 
with  an  instance  of  social  pathology.     Further,   it  is  possible,   using  regression  analysis,   to  define 
cause-effect  relationships  between  various  significant  elements  of  the  social  system  and  the  signif- 
icant social  indicators. 
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Conclusions 

The  relationships  derived  should  provide  some  indication  as  to  the  general  characteristics 
that  should  be  considered  for  treatment  to  remedy  certain  social  pathologies.     In  addition  this 
information  should  supply  some  general  useful  policy  information  relative  to  government  control 
in  certain  sectors  of  the  social  system. 
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FOOTNOTES 


l^In  this  study  a  strong  relationship  was  assumed  to  exist  when  the  "r"  equalled  .775 
or  better    (or  "r2  "  equalled   .600);    some  relationship  was  assumed  to  exist  when  the  "r"  e- 
qualled  at  least   .671    (or  "r  2»  equalled  at  least  .450).     Correspondingly,  a  weak  relationship 
was  considered  to  exist  when  the  "r"  equalled  at  least  .548   (or  the  "r  2»  equalled  at  least  .300) 


22 


Chapter  3 
AN  INTRODUCTION  TO  GAINESVILLE 


In  the  early  1800's  the  Gainesville  Area  was  inhabited  by  the  Seminole  Indians  who  grazed 
their  cattle  on  the  prairies  near  the  present  city. 

The  area  which  is  now  known  as  Gainesville  first  began  to  grow  as  a  non-Indian  settlement 
in  1830.    The  City  was  founded  in  1854  with  a  population  of  275  and  has  grown  to  a  population  of 
about  70,600  in  1973. 

Perhaps  the  two  most  significant  dates  in  the  economic  history  of  the  Gainesville  Area  are 
1859  and  1905.  The  railroad  linking  Gainesville  with  the  east  coast  was  completed  in  1859,  and 
the  City  was  chosen  as  the  location  for  the  University  of  Florida  in  1905. 

After  the  completion  of  the  railroad,  Gainesville  became  a  significant  market  and  service 
center  for  a  large  agricultural  region.    This  agricultural  recource  remained  the  primary  economic 
base  for  the  Area  until  after  World  War  II.    It  was  not  the  only  source,  however,  and  at  one  time 
or  another  tung  oil  production,  tourism  ,  phosphate  mining,  and  the  processing  of  forest  products 
played  significant  roles  in  the  economy.    Even  agriculture  varied  in  its  prinicpal  crop  over  the 
years  with  first  cotton,  then  oranges,  truck  crops,  livestock,  and  even  peanuts  dominating. 

Throughout  this  period,  the  University  of  Florida  or  its  predecessor  existed,  slowly  growing 
in  size  and  importance  until  it  came  to  dominate  the  economy  of  Gainesville  and  provide  base  employ- 
ment for  a  wider  region.    It  remains  today  as  the  single  largest  force  in  the  economy,  with  other 
significant  employers  slowly  coming  into  the  picture  in  recent  years,  such  as  Sperry  Rand,  General 
Electric,  the  J.  Hillis  Miller  Health  Center,  the  V.A.  Hospital,  government,  various  retail  and  ser- 
vice establishments  ,  and  the  construction  industry . 
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No  single  factor  influenced  the  growth  and  insured  the  success  of  Gainesville  during  its  early 
years  more  than  the  railroad.    By  1860,  the  railroad  leading  from  Fernandina  to  Cedar  Key  was  com- 
pleted, thus  linking  Gainesville  with  shipping  facilities  on  both  coasts.    During  the  railroad  boom  of 
the  late  1800' s,  this  railroad  was  joined  by  other  tracks  running  north  and  south,  thus  expanding  the 
shipping  capabilities  of  the  area. 

The  area  now  known  as  Payne's  Prairie  was  known  as  Alachua  Lake  in  the  late  1800's.    The  land 
south  of  the  lake  was  used  extensively  for  growing  crops .    So  productive  were  these  crops  that  a  line 
of  freight  steamers  plied  Alachua  Lake,  connecting  the  agricultural  area  to  the  south  with  the  rail  ter- 
minal at  Gainesville. 

Alachua  Lake  drained  to  form  the  prairie ,  and  the  decline  of  agriculture  reduced  the  need  of  the 
railroad.    Today  the  automobile  has  become  the  primary  form  of  transportation,  with  air  travel  and  buses 
providing  the  predominant  public  transportation  into  and  out  of  the  area. 

The  East  Florida  Seminary  was  founded  in  Gainesville  in  1857  and  was  moved  to  Ocala  in  1866 .  The 
seed  for  much  of  the  current  character  of  the  Gainesville  Area  was  planted  in  1905  when  the  Seminary  was 
relocated  in  Gainesville  and  renamed  the  University  of  Florida.    The  University  has  grown  from  about  250 
students  to  over  23,000  in  1972.    Gainesville  is  now  called  "The  University  City." 

In  1965  a  comprehensive  public  community  college  was  established  in  Gainesville  by  the  Florida 
Legislature.    This  institution,  Santa  Fe  Community  College,  is  expected  to  add  a  great  deal  to  the  di- 
versity of  the  higher  education  complex  in  Gainesville. 

As  the  Gainesville  Area  changed,  grew,  and  prospered,  the  once  agricultural  and  rural  environ- 
ment has  been  invaded  with  urban  development.    Accelerated  population  growth,  expanding  non-agri- 
cultural labor  force,  growth  in  higher  education,  and  an  expansion  of  medical  facilities  have  fostered 
an  accelerated  concentration  of  urban  development.    Growth  in  recent  years  has  meant  the  drawing  of 
more  and  more  remote  rural  areas  and  their  towns  into  the  orbit  of  an  expanding  urban  Gainesville  Area. 

Growth  has  also  meant  higher  per  capita  incomes,  more  demand  for  local  goods  and  services,  and 
increasing  pressure  for  quality  goods  and  services. 
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Table  1  purports  to  provide  a  comparative  view  of  the  Gainesville  SMSA  with  the  other  Florida 
SMSA's  with  respect  to  significant  social  and  physical  characteristics. 

As  the  Table  indicates  ,  the  Gainesville  SMSA  showed  the  third  highest  percentage  gain  in  popu- 
lation with  41.4  percent  (from  74,074  to  104,764)  from  1960  to  1970.    The  Gainesville  SMSA  also  had  the 
third  highest  percentage  of  Black  population  (21.1%);  the  fifth  lowest  percentage  of  persons  that  were 
foreign  born  (2 . 7%) ;  and  ,  the  lowest  percentage  of  persons  aged  65  or  more  (6 . 3%) .    In  addition ,  the 
Gainesville  SMSA  revealed  the  highest  percentage  of  the  total  population  (5  years  old  and  over)  living 
in  a  new  residence  since  1965  (61.9%)  ,  and  the  third  highest  percentage  of  units  which  are  renter  oc- 
cupied (39.2%)  . 

Regarding  educational  achievement  and  longevity,  the  Gainesville  SMSA  population  in  comparison 
to  eight  other  Florida  SMSA  populations  had  the  second  highest  median  school  years  completed  figure 
(12.6  years)  ,  and  the  second  highest  percentage  of  persons  (25  years  old  and  over)  who  completed  four 
years  of  high  school  (59.8%)  . 

With  regard  to  incomes ,  the  Gainesville  SMSA  registered  third  lowest  in  median  family  income 
($8,329) ;    fourth  lowest  in  mean  family  income  ($10  ,155) ;    second  highest  in  percentage  of  total  families 
earning  3,000  dollars  per  year  or  less   (13.3%);    and  third  lowest  in  percentage  of  total  families  earning 
10 , 000  dollars  per  year  or  more  (39 .  3%)  . 

When  "families  as  a  percentage  of  the  total  number  of  households"  were  analyzed,  the  Gainesville 
SMSA  disclosed  the  second  lowest  percentage  (76.7%)  of  all  the  SMSA's.    This  may  be  attributed  to  the 
high  number  of  non-family  student  households. 

The  Gainesville  SMSA  had  results  that  kept  fairly  close  to  the  mean  of  all  the  SMSA's  in  the  following 
categories: 

— those  persons  age  18  or  less  as  a  percentage  of  the  total  population  (31.4%); 

the  percentage  of  unemployed  labor  force  (3.4%) ; 
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— resident  employment  as  a  percentage  of  the  total  population  (37.8%)    (which,  incidentally, 
ranked  third  highest  in  resident  employment  rate) ; 

— the  percentage  of  housing  units  with  1.01  persons  per  room  (8.3%);  and 

— the  percentage  of  single  family  units  to  the  total  housing  units  (68.6%)  . 

While  the  Gainesville  SMSA  had  the  second  highest  percentage  of  workers  who  were  white-collar 
(58.9%)  ,  it  also  recorded  the  second  highest  percentage  of  total  units  lacking  all  or  some  plumbing  fa- 
cilities (8.9%)  . 

In  conclusion,  the  Gainesville  SMSA  can  be  characterized  as  young  and  highly  mobile  with  a 
student- faculty  type  population.    It  is  already  a  retailing  and  educational  center  while  rapidly  develop- 
ing into  a  regional  medical  center. 

This  study,  then,  examines  the  following  qualities  of  life:    housing  quality,  socio-economic  status, 
family  disorganization,  individual  deviation,  health  quality,  and  educational  achievement. 

The  middle  chapters ,  5  -  8 ,  provide  the  following  information: 

1.  An  explanation  concerning  the  concepts  and  logic  that  point  up  the  available  indicators  of 
social  well-being; 

2.  Maps  of  the  individual  variables  which  delineate  the  social  indicators  by  enumeration  dis- 
trict in  order  to  give  emphasis  to  those  areas  in  need  of  improvement;   and 

3.  An  outline  of  those  significant  relationships  between  indicators,  especially  between  housing 
quality  and  social  pathology  by  means  of  correlational  analysis. 

Chapter  9  will  address  factor  analysis,   regression  analysis,   and  z-score  analysis. 
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As  previously  stated,  factor  analysis  is  a  means  whereby  a  large  number  of  variables  which 
are  intercorrelated  can  be  presented  in  a  more  inclusive  and  significant  fashion.    By  eliminating 
redundant  information ,  factor  analysis  should  provide  results  that  point  out  basic  social  problem 
areas  that  should  be  examined  in  order  to  provide  for  a  better  quality  of  life  for  the  City  of  Gaines- 
ville in  general.  With  a  resultant  factor  score,  enumeration  districts  may  be  compared  and  ranked. 

The  regression  analysis ,  on  the  other  hand,  makes  an  attempt  to  predict  a  single  dependent 
variable  (a  social  indicator)  from  a  number  of  independent  variables.  This  analysis  should  aid  in 
depicting  causal  relationships  between  elements  in  the  social  system  and  the  social  indicators. 

The  z-score  analysis,  in  conclusion,  should  provide  resultant  information  which  enables  the 
determination  of  the  ranking  of  each  district  with  respect  to  those  variables  and  social  indicators 
that  designate  quality  of  life.    With  these  results,  specific  geographic  areas  may  be  determined  and 
ranked  according  to  their  increasing/decreasing  quality  of  life  characteristics. 
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Table  1 
SOCIAL-PHYSICAL  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  STANDARD 


METROPOLITAN  STATISTICAL  AREAS  FOR  THE  STATE  OF  FLORIDA,  1970 
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Chapter  4 
QUALITY  OF  HOUSING 


Measuring  housing  quality  continues  to  be  an  exceptionally  difficult  task ,  especially  in  defining 
the  terminology.    For  most  people  housing  means  much  more  than  physical  structures.    It  not  only  "has 
become  a  subject  of  highly  charged  emotional  content;  "  20"but  it  also  has  become  "the  symbol  of  status, 
of  achievement,  of  social  acceptance.    It  seems  to  control,  in  a  large  measure,  the  way  in  which  the 
individual,  the  family,  perceives  himself/itself  and  is  perceived  by  others."  21 

As  Frieden  and  Morris  point  out,  ".  .  .a  familiar  and  satisfying  environment  with  nearby  friends 
and  relatives,  supportive  local  institutions,  and  specialized  activities  adapted  to  the  character  of  the 
population,  often  means  more  to  people  than  the  physical  standards  of  their  housing. . ."  22 

As  attested  to  by  the  two  aforementioned  quotations ,  housing  has  come  to  mean  more  than  just 
physical  structures.    It  has  also  been  equated  with  the  neighborhood , a  culture,  and  a  life-style  of  a 
sub-community.  In  short  it  has  provided  physical,  social,  and  psychological  attachments  for  persons 
residing  in  those  physical  structures . 

The  importance  of  good  housing  quality  cannot  be  overestimated.    As  several  studies  point  out, 
the  quality  of  housing  has  a  direct  relationship  on  individuals'  state  of  mental  and  physical  health  ,23 
their  sense  of  human  dignity  and  pride,  and  their  degree  of  social  interaction.  24 

In  addition,  as  Martin  Rein  points  out,  "There  is  a  long  history  of  studies  associating  overcrowded 
and  dilapidated  housing  conditions  with  loss  of  self-esteem ,  lack  of  privacy  to  permit  concentration  on 
school  work,  and  loss  of  parental  authority  as  children  are  forced  to  play  unsupervised  out  of  doors. "  25 
Thus,  adequate  open  space  and  recreational  facilities  are  amenities  of  utmost  importance,  if  not  critical. 
Rein  adds  "more  recently  the  harsh  limitations  on  movement  and  privacy  are  seen  as  contributing  to  low 
need  for  achievement  and  anti-social  behavior."  26 
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Alvin  Schorr  has  stated  that  the  following  effects  may  spring  from  poor  housing:    "a  perception 
of  one's  self  that  leads  to  pessimism  and  possibly  stress  to  which  the  individual  cannot  adapt,  poor 
health,  and  a  state  of  dissatisfaction. . .  cynicism  about  people  and  organizations,  a  high  degree  of 
sexual  stimulation  without  legitimate  outlet,  and  difficulty  in  household  management  and  child  rear- 
ing ..."  2?rhese  are  but  a  few  of  the  psychological  effects  spurred  by  deteriorated  housing ,  which 
are  compounded  by  overcrowded  conditions . 
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This  chapter  will  look  at  the  following  1970  quality  of  housing  variables:    (see  Maps  1,2,3,  and 

1.  Relative  Housing  Value  By  Enumeration  District 

2.  Percentage  of  housing  that  is  overcrowded  (i.e.  ,  1.01  or  more  persons  per  room  by  Enu- 
meration District 

3.  Percentage  of  Black  occupied  housing  units  by  Enumeration  District 

4.  Percentage  of  housing  that  is  substandard  by  Enumeration  District  (1972) . 

(The  Department  of  Community  Development,  Housing  Division,  conducted  a  1972  survey  in 
which  each  dwelling  unit  was  evaluated  in  the  City  of  Gainesville.    A  score  of  1  to  5  was  as- 
signed to  each  unit  based  on  its  degree  of  habitability . 

1.  Completely  uninhabitable  unit 

2.  Habitable  unit  as  long  as  major  repairs  were  performed 

3.  Habitable  unit  as  long  as  minor  repairs  were  performed 

4 .  Unit  that  met  minimum  code  requirements 

5.  Unit  that  surpassed  minimum  code  requirements 
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MAP   2 

PERCENTAGE      OF     ALL      UNITS 
WITH      I.OI      OR     MORE      PERSONS      PER 


ROOM 


BY     ENUMERATION      DISTRICT 

CITY      OF     GAINESVILLE  ,  FLORIDA  -1970 
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While  1,2,  and  3  involved  substandard  units,  4  and  5  constituted  existing  standard  units) . 

Results  of  Correlations 

In  examination  of  the  above-mentioned  variables ,  the  correlational  analysis  pointed  out  the 
following  relationships: 

1.  A  high  degree  of  association  between  the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  housing  units 
per  district  and  the  percentage  of  housing  per  district  that  is  overcrowded  (i.e.  , 
housing  with  more  than  1.00  persons  per  room) .    The  higher  the  percentage  of  over- 
crowded units  per  district,  the  higher  the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  units. 

2.  Some  degree  of  association  between  the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  housing  units 
per  district  and  the  percentage  of  substandard  housing    units.    As  the  percentage  of 
Black  occupied  units  increased  per    district,  so  did  the  percentage  of  substandard 
housing  units.     (It  should  be  pointed  out  here  that  these  two  correlated  variables 
were  derived  from  two  different  sources  and  in  two  different  years.    The  first  var- 
iable,   the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  units  per  district,  was  taken  from  the  1970 
Census  of  Housing.    Variable  number  two,  the  percentage  of    substandard  housing 
units  per  district,  was  determined  through  the  above-mentioned  1972  Housing  Survey 
as  conducted  by  the  Housing  Division ,  Department  of  Community  Development.    With 
respect  to  the  utilization  of  this  second  variable ,  this  and  other  correlations  were 
accomplished  with  the  basic  assumption  in  mind  that  any  change  in  overall  housing 
quality  since  1970  would  be  slight) . 

3.  Weak  relationships  were  found  between: 

a.     Relative  housing  value  per  district  and: 

(1) .     the  percentage  of  overcrowded  housing  per  district  (-) ;  ^8 
(2).     the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  per  district  (-);  and 
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(3) .     the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  housing  per  district  (-) . 

b.     The  percentage  of  overcrowded  housing  per  district  and  the  percentage  of  substandard 
housing  per  district  (+)  . 

Possible  Areas  of  Future  Investigations: 

1 .     A  livability  index  which  can  include  measures  of: 

a.  Environmental  quality  (density,  overcrowding,  air,  water,  noise,  solid  wastes)  ,  soil 
quality,  timber,  wildlife,  minerals,  living  space,  sense  of  "territory,"  privacy,  street/ 
sewer  conditions,  utilities  /  facilities ,  transportation/communication,  leisure  time  facilities; 

b.  Public  safety  factors  (locations  of  crime) ;  sense  of  physical  and  psychological  security 
with  reference  to  neighborhood,  block,  tract,  district,  etc.; 

c.  Land  use  mixes;  residential  stability; 

d.  Spatial  relationships  (between  tracts,  districts,  neighborhoods,  blocks  ,  individual  sites  , 
and  even  rooms  with  respect  to  functional  and  aesthetic  considerations,  types  of  families, 
landscaping,  community  facilities,  schools,  etc.); 

e.  Sense  of  "community  feeling"  (or  degree  of  sentimentality  towards  a  neighborhood,  block, 
district,  tract,  community,  etc.); 

f.  Resident  participation  (in  social-political  activities  of  the  block,  neighborhood,  community, 
etc.);  political  awareness,  sense  of  justice,  freedom,  equality,  and  community  concern, 
and 

g.  Costs  of  pollution  with  reference  to  vegetation,  health,  aesthetics,  values  of  property,  etc. 
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2.     A  utility  index  which  can  include  measures  of: 

a.  Degree  of  obsolescence;  material  quality  of  housing;  neighborhood  quality  of  housing; 

b.  The  availability  of  decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  (standard)  housing; 

c.  Financial  ability  of  displaced  residents  to  benefit  from  such  housing; 

d.  Accessibility  of  standard  housing  to  employment,  schools,  churches,  public  transpor- 
tation and  other  amenities  such  as  doctor,  dentist,  and  child  care  centers;  and 

e.  Neighborhood  stability  /safety. 
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FOOTNOTES 

20Hudson  Guild  Neighborhood  House  and  New  York  University  Center  for  Human  Rela- 
tions and  Community  Studies,  Human  Relations  in  Chelsea,   1960.     Report  of  the  Chelsea  Housing 
and  Human  Relations  Cooperative  Project,   as  listed  in  the  office  of  the  Governor,   The  Governor's 
Task  Force  on  Housing  and  Community  Development,  and  the  State  of  Florida  Department  of  Com- 
munity Affairs,    "Housing  in  Florida,"  4,    84. 

21ibid. 

22Frieden,  p.   56. 

23R.   R.   Blake  and  others,    "Housing  Architecture  and  Social  Interaction,"  Sociometry    (1956), 
pp.    133-139. 

2%.  M.  Petty,   "Crowding:     A  Selected  Bibliography,"  Council  of  Planning  Librarians  No. 
240    (1971) . 

2^Martin  Rein,   "Social  Science  and  the  Elimination  of  Poverty,"  Journal  of  the  American  In- 
stitute  of  Planners    (May,    1967),   XXXIII,    149. 

26Ibid. 

27Alvin  Schorr,    "Slums  and  Social  Insecurity,"  Research  Report  No.    1_,   Division  of  Research 
and  Statistics  Administration    (Washington,   D.   C,    1963),  p.    31. 

28The  symbol   (+)    denotes  that  a  positive  correlation  was  found  to  exist.     That  is,   as  one 
variable  increases,  so  does  the  other  variable  being  correlated.     Similarly,  it  may  also  indicate 
that  as  one  variable  decreases,   the  other  variable  decreases  also;    the  symbol    (-)   on  the  other 
hand,  indicates  that  an  inverse  relationship  exists.     That  is,   as  one  variable  increases,  the  other 
decreases. 
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Chapter  5 
SOCIO-ECONOMIC  STATUS  29 

Status  refers  to  that  social  position  which  a  person  occupies  resulting  from  his  age,  sex, 
marriage,  occupation,  or  achievement.  It  may  also  refer  to  an  individual's  partipular  standing 
in  a  community . 

It  is  not  only  in  the  nature  of  our  society  to  anticipate  different  behavioral  responses  from 
persons  holding  different  statuses,  but  also  to  expect,  at  least  in  theory,  that  everyone  strive  for 
a  high  socio-economic  status.    These  behavioral  patterns,  or  roles  as  they  are  commonly  called, 
are  those  which  persons  are  expected  to  perform  for  each  status  or  set  of  statuses. 

For  our  society  to  function  normally,  widespread  acceptance  of  statuses  and  roles  must  be 
achieved.    "Much  of  the  behavior  of  man  consists  of  acting  in  a  manner  designed  to  preserve  or 
enhance  his  social  status." 30  It  appears  that  nearly  every  person  is  concerned  with  his  self-image 
or  feelings  of  worth.    They  are  often  dictated  by  friends,  peers,  and  society  as  a  whole.    Much  of 
man's  everyday  behavior  is  devoted  to  preserving  and  promoting  both  his  socio-economic  status 
and  personal  worth. 

"In  a  society  like  ours,  dominated  by  pecuniary  values,  the  individual's  ideas  of  his  personal 
worth  are  profoundly  affected  by  the  level  of  his  income  and  the  prestige  of  his  occupation.    His  con- 
ception of  the  social  order  is  strongly  colored  by  his  position  in  it.    If  it  is  high ,  if  he  has  wealth  and 
possessions ,  and  if  he  is  moving  upward  on  the  scale  or  at  least  maintaining  a  high  position,  he  is 
likely  to  feel  contented  with  the  socio-economic  system  and  to  believe  that  it  distributes  rewards  in  a 
just  manner  in  accordance  with  individual  merit.    Criticisms  or  expressions  of  discontent  by  persons 
not  so  well  situated  as  himself  may  strike  him  as  threats  to  his  security ,  as  dangerous  and  subversive 
doctrines.  "31 

In  American  society,  income  is  the  primary  tool  that  allows  persons  to  secure  basic  life  necessi- 
ties (such  as  food,  clothing,  and  shelter)  as  well  as  psychological  ones  (sense  of  financial  security  and 
personal  worth)  . 
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Those  persons  who  are  purportedly  (temporarily  or  permanently)  incapable  of  acquiring 
adequate  incomes  through  employment  and  require  public  assistance  might  not  realize  financial 
and/or  psychological  security,  thus  they  become  the  welfare  recipients  of  our  society.    Because 
of  the  above-mentioned  factors,  it  can  be  surmised  that  those  persons  experience  a  relatively  low 
socio-economic  status.    This  section  will  inspect,  then,  the  following  1971  household  income  var- 
iable (see  Map  5) : 

5.  Estimated  percentage  of  households  that  earned  less  than  $6  ,000  a  year  by  traffic  zone. 

In  addition,  the  following  welfare  recipiency  variables  will  be  analyzed  (see  Maps  6,7,  and 
8): 

6.  The  rate32  of  families  receiving  aid  (to  families)  with  dependent  children  (AFDC)  by 
enumeration  district; 

7.  The  rate  of  persons  receiving  aid  to  dependent  children  (ADC)  by  enumeration  district; 
and 

8.  The  rate  of  persons  receiving  aid  to  the  disabled  (AD)  by  enumeration  district  . 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  this  section  presupposes  the  importance  of  adequate  incomes, 
adequate  employment  opportunities,  and  job  satisfaction  in  order  that  individual  and  familial  se- 
curity might  be  enjoyed,  that  higher  socio-economic  statuses  might  be  achieved,  and  that  the 
number  of  poverty  families  might  be  reduced. 

Results  of  Correlations 

With  direct  concern  to  housing  quality ,  the  correlational  analysis  provided  results  that 
divulged  strong  relationships33  between  the  following: 

1.     Between  overcrowding  (i.e.  ,  percentage  of  units  with  1.01  or  more  persons  per  room) 

and  welfare  recipiency  (i.e.  ,  Aid  to  Families  with  Dependent  Children    ,  Aid  to  Dependent 
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MAP    5 

ESTIMATED     PERCENTAGE    OF     HOUSEHOLDS 
THAT    EARNED    LESS     THAN     &6pOO     PER    YEAR 

BY     TRAFFIC    ZONE 

CITY     OF     GAINESVILLE,  FLORIDA-I97I 


100  •/. 


SOURCE'     FLORIDA    DEPARTMENT     OF    TRANSPORTATION 
EDWARDS     a     KELCEY 
1071    DATA    TABULATIONS 

GU.ATS 
TECHNICAL    REPORT     NO  3 
APPENDIX     S 


MAP   6 

AID      TO     FAMILIES 
WITH       DEPENDENT       CHILDREN 

BY     ENUMERATION      DISTRICT 

CITY     OF     GAINESVILLE  ,  FLORIDA  -  I9TO 
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Children,      and  Aid  to  the  Disabled) .    As  overcrowding  was  found  to  have  increased  per 
district,  so  did  welfare  recipiency. 

2.  Between  percentage  of  families  receiving  AFDC  and  the  average  housing  score,  the  percent- 
age of  substandard  units,  and  the  relative  housing  value.  As  the  percentage  of  families  per 
enumeration  district  receiving  APDC  increased,  the  average  housing  score  per  district  de- 
creased, the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  units  per  district  increased,  and  the  rela- 
tive housing   value  per  district  decreased.    As  might  be  expected,  persons  receiving  welfare 
aid  tended  to  live  in  districts  with  lower  quality  housing  units. 

3.  Between  the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  units  per  district  and  the  percentage  of  families/ 
persons  receiving  welfare  assistance  per  district  (AFDC,  ADC,  and  AD)  .    As  the  percentage 
of  Black  occupied  housing  units  increased  per  enumeration  district,  so  did  the  percentage  of 
persons  and  families  receiving  welfare  assistance. 

Also  in  reference  to  housing  quality,  the  resultant  information  disclosed  there  to  be  at  least  some  rela- 
tionship between: 

1.  Welfare  recipiency  and  the  ratio  between  average  Black  housing  value  to  the   average  total 
housing  value  per  district.    As  the  percentage  of  persons/families  receiving  welfare  (AFDC, 
ADC,  and  AD)  increased,  so  did  the   above-mentioned  ratio; 

2.  The  percentage  of  families  per  district  receiving  AFDC  and  the  relative  housing  value.    Rela- 
tive housing  value  decreased  as  the  percentage  of  families  increased. 

Weak  relationships  were  uncovered  between  the  percentage  of  persons  per  district  receiving  ADC  and 
AD  and: 

1.  The  ratio  between  average  Black  rent/average  total  rent  per  district  (+) ; 

2.  The  relative  housing  value  per  district  (-); 
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3.  The  average  housing  score  per  district  (-);  and 

4.  The  percentage  of  substandard  housing  units  per  district  (+) . 

Table  2  depicts  relationships  between  welfare  variables  and  those  that  indicate  other  than  housing 
quality  characteristics . 
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Table  2 
CORRELATIONS  BETWEEN  WELFARE  AND  OTHER  SOCIAL  VARIABLES 

• 

• 

- 

- 
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V    =       Same  variable 
Ik      =       High  degree  of  associa 
=       Some  association 
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tion 

Hank  spaces  indicate  that  little  or  no  relationship  exists 
=      Positive  relationship 
=      Inverse  relationship 
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Possible  Areas  of  Future  Investigations: 

1.  Definition  of  what  is  "adequate"  employment,  "economic  security," 

2 .  Local  price  indexes  , 

3 .  Local  poverty  levels  , 

4.  Labor  force  participation , 

5.  Income  variations  by  block,  neighborhood,  district,  tract,  etc.  , 

6.  Identification  of  groups,  classes,  communities,  etc.  ,  of  persons  in  need  of  or  deserving 
public  assistance  (age,  race,  sex,  education,   family  size,  etc.)  , 

7.  Available,  existing  and  desired  employment  possibilities  by  enumeration  district,  census 
tract,  etc.   (skilled,  semi-skilled,  unskilled,  and  professional  labor  positions) , 

8.  Percent  unemployed,  underemployed  per  district,  tract,  etc.  , 

9.  Work  environment,  work  safety,  work  challenge, 

10.  Personal  as  well  as  labor  skills,  and 

11.  Amounts  of  time  and  monies  devoted  to  particular  cultural,  leisurely,  and  recreational 
activities . 
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FOOTNOTES 

29 Toward  A  Social  Report,   U.   S.   Department  of  Health,   Education,   and  Welfare 
(Washington,   1969).     Economic  status  is  universally  held  to  be  a  social  indicator.     D.   C. 
Miller,   Handbook  of  Research  Design  and  Social  Measurement    (New  York,    1970)  ,  p.    169. 
"-The  socio-economic  position  of  the  person  affects  his  chances  for  education,  income, 
occupation,  marriage,  health,  friends,   and  even  life  expectancy-" 

30Timotsu  Shibutoni,   Society  and  Personality    (Englewood  Cliffs,    1961),  p.    270. 

31  A.   R.   Lindesmith  and  A.   L.    Strauss,    Social  Psychology    (New  York,    1966),  p.   621. 

32The  rate  is  calculated  by  determining  the  total  number  of  cases  per  district  and  multi- 
plying them  by  1000.     This  result  is  then  divided  by  the  total  population  of  that  enumeration 
district.     It  represents  .therefore  , the  number  per  thousand. 

33As  previously  mentioned  in  Chapter  2,  in  this  study  a  strong  relationship  was  assumed 
to  exist  when  the  "r"  equalled   .775  or  better    (or  "r  2"  equalled   .600).      Some  relationship  was 
assumed  to  exist  when  the  "r"  equalled  at  least   .671    (or  "r  2  "  equalled  at  least   .450).     Corres- 
pondingly,  a  weak  relationship  was  considered  to  exist  when  the  "r"  equalled  at  least  .548    (or 
the  "r^"  equalled  at  least   .300). 
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Chapter  6 
FAMILY  DISORGANIZATION  AND  INDIVIDUAL  DEVIATION 


Modern  society  is  seriously  hampered  by  various  behavioral  patterns  that  constitute  major 
societal  threats  or  social  problems.    Juvenile  delinquency,  drug  addiction,  prostitution,  crime, 
familial  desertion/separation/divorce,  mental  illness ,  underemployment  -  unemployment,  preju- 
dice, and  discrimination  can  be  considered  major  social  problems. 

Social  problems  can  arise  when  various  situations  are  considered  to  be  threatening,  and 
those  "threatened"  persons  feel  that  they  can  do  something  about  it. 

Society  is  made  up  of  numerous  small  social  groups.    The  most  important  small  social  group 
is  the  family  which  is  responsible  for  protecting,  rearing,  and  socializing  its  newest  members.    In 
addition  to  family  groups,  however,  neighborhood,  community,  business  and  professional  groups 
also  strongly  influence  the  maintenance  and  enhancement  of  certain  important  social  values  and 
standards . 

Group  disorganization  often  results  when  individual  members  depart  from  the  group's  norms 
such  that  the  inter-relations  that  bind  these  groups  together  at  least  begin  to  break  down. 

Social  disorganization  which  is  nearly  inescapable  due  to  rapid  changes  in  technology,  in- 
dustry, and  degree  of  urbanization  occurs  when  large  scale  group  disorganization  takes  place. 
Social  disorganization  may  be  evidenced  by  large  scale  involvement  in  such  socially  unapproved 
activities  as  drug  addiction,  juvenile  delinquency,  prostitution,  etc.    In  addition,  family  disor- 
ganization may  be  indicated  by  those  families  that  are  broken  by  separation,  divorce,  desertion, 
or  death. 

Because  persons  often  cannot  control  or  understand  the  nature  of  the  social  problems  which 
they  experience,  they  are  often  overcome  and  sometimes  resort  to  the  major  social-psychological 
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pathologies  outlined  above.    When  these  problems  become  large-scale,  it  might  be  said  that  social 
disorganization  has  occurred/is  occurring. 

Since  our  society  is  made  up  of  individuals  with  complex  human  response  patterns  which  are 
conditioned  by  the  external  pressures  of  the  social  environment,  they  might  exhibit  behavioral  pat- 
terns that  are  seemingly  disorganized.    When  a  person  demonstrates  seemingly  disorganized  be- 
havior that  departs  from  group  norms  and  cannot  be  adequately  predicted,  he  is  said  to  be  "deviant." 
Individual  deviation  has  been  said  to  occur  when  a  person  feels  that  he  has  failed  in  performing  a 
basic  role  and  begins  to  show  disorganized  behavior.    However,  individual  deviation  can  be  organic 
in  nature  and  even  manifested  at  birth.    These  persons  are  considered  to  be  subnormal  in  that  they 
oftentimes  are  brain  damaged  and  mentally  retarded.    Because  of  their  mental  deficiency,  they  are 
generally  only  partially  able  to  function  adequately  in  normal  social  situations. 

However,  most  persons  do  not  experience  problems  paralleling  this,  but  some  do  exhibit  be- 
havioral patterns  not  prescribed  as  customary  by  the  community  in  which  they  exist.    These  persons 
are  often  referred  to  as  psychotics,  neurotics,  or  eccentrics.    A  psychotic  can  be  described  as  an 
"individual  in  whom  the  communication  process  has  been  broken  down  and  who  becomes  incapable 
of  acting  as  a  member  of  a  group  by  reason  of  this  fact."  35  This  person  suffers  from  mental  confusion 
which  may  take  the  form  of  delusions,  depression,  apathy ,  hallucinations,  destructiveness  (of  self 
and  others)  ,  elation,  and  stupor. 

A  neurotic,  on  the  other  hand,  does  not  suffer  from  as  radical  a  break  with  reality  or  the  ex- 
treme social  incapacity  that  characterizes  the  psychotic  ?^ 

An  eccentric  can  be  defined  as  a  person  who  displays  a  number  of  deviant  behavioral  patterns 
which  are  generally  considered  different  yet  not  requiring  psychiatric  attention.    When  deviant  be- 
havior comes  to  be  considered  by  the  community  as  harmful,  labels  of  unlawful,  "subversive,  de- 
generate, or  immoral"  ^^may  be  applied. 

This  section  will  inspect  the  following  1970  unlawful  behavior  indicators  (see  Maps  9,  10,  and 
11): 

9.     The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  against  property  by  enumeration  district; 
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10.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  of  violence  by  enumeration  district;3** 
and 

11.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  minor  crimes  by  enumeration  district; 

(It  should  be  noted  that  these  maps  will  reflect  the  residential  location  of  the  persons  committing 
crimes  as  opposed  to  the  location  of  the  crime  scene.     Hence  the  following  title  (s)   of  maps:    Resi- 
dent Address  of  Persons  Committing  Crimes  of  Violence,  Property  Crimes,    and  Minor  Crimes  by 
Enumeration  District)  . 

Map  12  purports  to  show  at  least  some  location  of  crime  characteristics  by  depicting  the 
police  zones,   as  delineated  by  the  Gainesville  Police  Department,   requiring  police  services.     The 
map  shows  the  percentage  breakdown  and  origin  of  calls  for  police  service.     The  map  reflects  all 
calls  for  police  service    (except  motor  vehicle  accidents)   for  the  year  1970.     There  were  30,340 
calls  in  1970.      Zone  1  had  7.3  percent  of  the  calls;      zone  2  -  14.0  percent;    zone  3  -  13.6  percent; 
zone  4  -  17.4  percent;    zone  5  -  11.4  percent;    zone  6  -  11.0  percent;    and  zone  7  had  25.3  percent 
of  the  total  calls.39 

The  following  family  disorganization  indicator  will  also  be  considered    (see  Map  13) . 

13.   The  percentage  of  families    (with  children  less  than  18  years  old)   that  are  not  husband- 
wife  type    families40     by  enumeration  district. 

These  variables  are  important  to  examine  in  that  they  could  provide  insight  as  to  types  of 
programs  that  might  be  considered  for  improvement  of  the  overall  community  mental  and  physical 
health,   the  reduction  in  crime,   and  the  provision  of  more  and  safer  public  streets. 

Results  of  Correlations 

With  reference  to  housing  quality,  the  results  indicated  that  there  existed  a  strong  relation- 
ship between: 
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RESIDENT      ADDRESS       OF      PERSONS 
COMMITTING      CRIMES      AGAINST      PROPERTY 

BY     ENUMERATION      DISTRICT 

CITY     OF     GAINESVILLE  .  FLORIDA  -  1970 
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1.  The  rate  or  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  of  violence  and  minor    crimes  per 
district  and: 

a.  the  average  housing  score  per  district    (-); 

b.  the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  units  per  district    (+)  .     As  the    rate  of 
unlawful  behavior  increased,  the  average  housing  score  decreased,   and  the 
percentage  of  substandard  housing  units  increased    per  district.     In  other  words, 
there  existed  a  strong  positive  correlation  between  crime  and  poor  housing  quality. 

2.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  of  violence  and  the    percentage  of 
Black  occupied  units  per  district    (+)  . 

3.  The  percentage  of  families  per  district  with  children  who  are  less  than  18  years  old 
that  are  not  husband-wife  type  families  and  the  ratio  between  the  average  Black  rent 
to  the  average  total  rent  per  district.     This  ratio  increased  as  the  percentage  of  fami- 
lies increased. 

Some  relationship  was  uncovered  between  the  following: 

1.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  of  violence  per  district    and: 

a.  the  percentage  of  housing  units  with  1.01  or  more  persons  per  room.  The  rate  of 
unlawful  behavior  increased  as  the  percentage  of  overcrowded  units  per  district 
increased; 

b .  the  ratio  between  average  Black  housing  value  to  the  average  total  housing  value 
per  district;  as  this  ratio  increased,  so  did  the  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative 
to  crimes  of  violence. 

2.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  against  property  and: 

a.     the  percentage  of  substandard  units  per  district.     As  the  percentage  of  overcrowded 
units  increased,  so  did  the  rate  of  unlawful  behavior; 

58 


b.     the  average  housing  score  per  district.     The  average  housing  score    decreased 
as  the  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  increased  per  district. 

3.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  minor  crimes  and  the  percentage  of  Black 
occupied  units  per  district.  As  this  percentage  increased,  so  did  the  rate  of  un- 
lawful behavior. 

4.  The  percentage  of  families  per  district  with  children  who  are  less  than  18  years  old 
that  are  not  husband-wife  type  families  and: 

a.  the  average  monthly  rent  per  district.     As  the  percentage  of  families   increased, 
the  average  monthly  rent  per  district  decreased. 

b.  the  percentage  of  housing  units  per  district  with  1.01  or  more  persons  per  room. 
This  percentage  increases  as  the  percentage  of  families  increases  per  district. 

c.  the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  housing  units  per  district.     As  the  percentage 
of  Black  occupied  housing  units  increased  per  district,   so    did  the  percentage  of 
families  with  children  who  are  less  than  18  years  old  that  are  not  husband-wife 
type  families . 

A  weak  relationship  was  found  to  exist  between: 

1.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  of  violence,  property  crimes,  and 
minor  crimes  and  the  ratio  between  average  Black  rent  and  the  average  total  rent 
per  district   (+)  . 

2.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  of  violence  and  minor  crimes  and 
the  relative  housing  value  per  district   (-) . 

3.  The  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  property  crimes  and  the   percentage  of 
Black  occupied  units  per  district   (+)  . 
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4.     The  percentage  of  families  per  district  with  children  who  are  less  than  18  years  old 
that  are  not  husband-wife  type  families  and: 

a.  the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  units  per  district   (+) ; 

b.  the  relative  housing  value  per  district   (-); 

c.  the  percentage  of  vacant  units  per  district   (+) ; 

d.  the  ratio  between  average  Black  housing  value  to  the  average  total  housing  value 
per  district   (+) ; 

e.  the  average  value  of  owner-occupied  housing  units  per  district   (+)  . 

The  following  table    (3)   points  out  those  relationships  between  those  variables  that  delineate  other 
than  housing  quality. 
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Table  3 
CORRELATIONS  BETWEEN  INDIVIDUAL  DEVIATION. 

FAMILY  DISORGANIZATION.  AND  OTHER  SOCIAL  VARIABLES 
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MV    =  Same  variable 

=  High  degree  of  association 

=  Some  association 

=  Weak  association 

lank  spaces  indicate  that  little  or  no  relationship  exists 

=  Positive  relationship 

=  Inverse  relationship 
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Possible  Areas  of  Investigations: 

1.  Juvenile  Arrests, 

2.  Prostitution, 

3.  Victim  Statistics    (Age,   Sex,  Race,  Income), 

4.  Offender  Statistics    (Age,   Sex,   Race,  Income), 

5.  Location  of  Crimes    (In  determining  safety  of  certain  urban  areas), 

6.  Child  Molesting,  Beating,  Etc., 

7.  Percent  of  Persons  Expressing  Fear  of  Neighborhood  Crime. 
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FOOTNOTES 

34Deviant  behavior  is  generally  defined  by  politically  dominant  or  superordinate  groups 
who  generally  determine  whether  some  actions  should  be  positively  valued  or  negatively  valued. 

35Lindesmith,  p.   658. 

36Ibid,,  p.   652. 

37Ibid.  ,  p.    656. 

38"Uniform  Crime  Reports,"  U.   S.    Department  of  Justice    (Washington,    1970),  p.    5.      Crimes 
of  violence  are  herein  defined  as  offenses  of  murder,  forcible  rape,   robbery,   and  aggravated  as- 
sault;   property  crimes  are  offenses  of  burglary,  larceny    ($50  and  over)   and  auto  theft;    these  are 
the  major  crimes  and  are  considered  to  be  the  most  consistently  reported  to  the  police. 

39"'Beat  Study'  from  January  1,   1970,  through  December  31,   1970,"  Planning  and  Research, 
City  of  Gainesville  Police  Department,  pp.   4-5. 

4^As  previously  stated,  family  disorganization  is  assumed  to  occur  when  divorce,  separation, 
desertion,  or  death  of  one  or  both  parents   (guardians)  occurs. 
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Chapter  7 


HEALTH  41 


In  its  1969  publication,   Toward  a  Social  Report    (Washington,  D.C.,  U.S.   Government 
Printing  Office),  the  United  States  Department  of  Health,   Education,   and  Welfare  stated  that 
one  of  the  basic  means  for  determining  quality  of  life  was  the  consideration  of  health.     How- 
ever, in  order  to  properly  look  at  health  problem  areas,   the  concept  of  health  must  first  be 
defined.     Philip  Lee  points  out  the  following  difficulties  incurred  while  defining  health: 

"Health  is  both  a  generalized  and  a  relative  concept  which  has  been  defined  in  a  variety 
of  ways.     To  some  it  has  meant  merely  freedom  from  physical  disease.  In  recent  years  the  con- 
cept has  been  broadened  to  include  social  well-being." 

Traditional  analyses  of  "health"  have  merely  involved  the  tabulation  of  kinds  and  amounts 
of  diseases    (or  the  absence  of  health)   for  various  geographic  areas.    The  examination   of  the  types, 
amounts,   and  locations  of  health  problems  is  extremely  important  in  analyzing  various  peoples' 
ways  of  life.     The  way  they  live,   for  example,  often  reflects  the  status  of  their  own  social  well- 
being. 

One  study,  for  instance,   revealed  that  "poor  health  —  whether  real  or  imagined  —  might 
so  inhibit  the  individual's  activities  as  to  prevent  the  acquisition  of  further  education  and  contrib- 
ute to  lower  family  income." 

This  section  will  examine  the  following  1970  health  problem  indicators  44  (see  Maps  14,   15, 
and  16): 

14.  Total  count  of  reported  tuberculosis  cases  by  enumeration  district,  5 

Infant  mortality  rates  by  enumeration  district;  *°  (No  map  available) 


47 

15.   Death  rates  by  enumeration  district;      and 
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16.   Rates  of  venereal  disease  by  enumeration  district. 48 

Results  of  Correlations 

In  regard  to  housing  quality  and  health  problems,  one  study  has  shown  that  "when  housing 
conditions  are  highly  inadequate,  the  physical  environment  itself  can  have  a  deleterious  effect  upon 
health,   and  that  when  a  group  that  formerly  lived  in  such  conditions  moves  to  better  housing,  its 
illness  rates  will  diminish."  49 

In  this  particular  study,   rate  of  infant  mortality  per  district,   rate  of  tuberculosis  per  district, 
and  the  average  age  at  death  per  district  were  investigated.   Because  of  an  insufficient  number  of 
cases,   at  least  somewhat  unreliable  correlations  were  uncovered. 

When  death  rates  per  enumeration  district  were  analyzed,  however,   results  were  achieved 
that  pointed  out,   at  the  very  best,   the  following  mostly  very  weak  relationships.     As  death  rates 
per  district  increased,  it  was  uncovered,   the  percentage  of  female-headed  families  increased;    the 
percentage  of  substandard  units  increased;    the  ratio  of  the  average  Black  housing  value  to  the 
average  total  housing  value  increased;    and  the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  units  per  district 
increased. 

A  bit  stronger  relationship  was  discovered  between  death  rates  per  district  and  the  rate 
of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  of  violence.  As  death  rates  increased,  so  did  the  rate 
of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  crimes  of  violence. 

A  fairly  strong  relationship  was  detected,  however,  between  the  death  rates  per  district 
and  the  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  minor  crimes  per  district.  As  death  rates  increased, 
so  did  the  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  minor  crimes. 

Possible  Areas  of  Future  Investigations: 

1.     Definition  of  health,  good  health; 
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MAP    14 

COUNT      OF       REPORTED 
TUBERCULOSIS        CASES 

BY     ENUMERATION      DISTRICT 

CITY     OF     GAINESVILLE  .  FLORIDA  -  I9TO 
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The  preparation  of  this  map 
was  financed  In  part  through 
a  comprehensive  planning  grant 
from  the  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development. 
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MAP     15 

RATES       OF       DEATH 

BV     ENUMERATION      DISTRICT 
CITY     OF     GAINESVILLE  ,  FLORIDA  -  1970 
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2.     A  health  index  which  can  include  measures  of: 

a.  Sight, 

b.  Hearing, 

c.  Digestion/nutritional  status  and  levels, 

d.  Dexterity, 

e.  Sleeping  patterns, 

f.  Physical  endurance  capacities, 

g.  Accessibility  to  and  use  of  services  of  doctors  and  dentists, 
h.  Larger  breakdowns  as  to  type/rates  of  morbidity  -  mortality 

information, 

i.  Life  expectancy  rates, 

j  .  Dental  problems, 

k.  Use  of  prescription/non-prescription  drugs, 

1.  Chronic  disease, 

m.  Disabling  diseases,   and 

n.  Individual  perception  of  physical  health  status. 
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3.     A  mental  health  index  which  can  include  measures  of: 

a.  Emotional  adjustment  and  balance, 

b.  Adaptability, 

c.  Interpersonal  competence, 

d.  Individual  perception  of  mental  health  status, 

e.  Job  satisfaction, 

f .  Rates  of  alcoholism  , 

g.  Suicide  rates , 

h.  Psychogenic  illnesses    (asthma,  ulcers,  etc.),  and 

i.  Stress  indicators    (such  as  insomnia,  ulcers,   etc.) 
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FOOTNOTES 

41Arline  Haufler,   "Mental  Health  May  Depend  on  Economic  Situation,"  Gainesville  Sun, 
September  17,   1972,  p.   9-B.     For  counties  such  as  Alachua,    "mental  illness  is  associated 
with  low  incomes  and  deprivation  while  health  is  associated  with  relative  affluence  and  oppor- 
tunity ..." 

42Philip  R.   Lee,   "Health  and  Weil-Being,"  The  Annals  of  the  A  APS,   Social  Goals  and  Indi- 
cators for  American  Society    (September,   1967)  ,  II,  194. 

43Leo  Schnore  and  James  D.    Cowhig,   "Some  Correlates  of  Reported  Health  in  Metropolitan 
Centers,"   Social  Problems    (1959-60),   Table  3,  p.    225. 

44These  are  required  by  law  to  be  reported  to  the  County  Health  Department. 

45T.   B.   cases,  it  should  be  noted,   are  a  relatively  accurate  measure  and  are  often  closely 
related  to  overcrowding  conditions.     It  should  also  be  noted  that  health  centers  generally  may  not 
have  either  inactive  T.    B.   cases  or  cases  of  T.   B.   infection  without  disease  reported. 

46N.   Hicks,    "Economy  May  Spur  Mortality,"  Gainesville  Sun,   November  20,    1972,   p.    4-C. 
Relative  to  information  on  mortality,  it  should  be  emphasized  that  generally  the  place  of  residence 
given  is  merely  the  mailing  address    (which  can  be  another  city,   town,   or  country  in  which  a 
person  is  born  or  has  died) ;    "...  many  experts  have  equated  infant  mortality   ...   to  be  an  indi- 
cator of  the  general  health  of  the  nation..."     M.  V.   Jones  and  M.  J.   Flax  The  Quality  of  Life  in 
Metropolitan  Washington ,   D.    C. :      Some  Statistical  Benchmarks    (Washington,   D.    C.  ,    1970).     In- 
fant mortality  used  as  the  only  health  indicator  in  Quality  of  Life  Study  in  Washington,  D.    C. 

The  information  given  on  death  certificates  relative  to  causes  of  death  is  often  unreliable 
as  many  decisions  are  often  subjective.     As  an  example,   a  man  may  be  listed  as  dying  from  a 
heart  attack  when  in  actuality  it  may  be  lung  cancer  that  spurred  the  heart  attack. 

4°This  variable  was  not  placed  in  the  analysis  in  that  it  often  tends  to  provide  very  biased 
results . 
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49Wilner  and  others,   The  Housing  Environment  and  Family  Life    (Baltimore,    1962)  ,   as  printed 
in  Robert  Gutman,  ed.  People  and  Buildings    (New  York,   1972),  pp.    189-201.     The  study  revealed 
the  following: 

a.  for  those  persons  aged  35  years  or  less,   as  housing  quality  improved,  there  were 
less  serious  occurrences  of  illness  as  well  as  a  lesser  number  of  days  of  disability 
(serious  illnesses  were  those  that  required  medical  attention  and/or  one  or  more 
days  of  disability)  . 

b.  for  those  persons  aged  20  years  or  less,   accidents  tended  to  decrease  and  lower  rates 
of  illness    (relative  to  infective  and  parasitic  conditions,    digestion,   and  accidents)   oc- 
curred as  housing  quality  improved. 

c.  for  those  persons  aged  20-34  years  of  age,  there  occurred  only  slightly  lower  rates 
in  the  chronic  diseases  which  include  circulatory  systems,   allergic,  endocrine,  met- 
abolic and  mental  disorder  conditions  when  housing  quality  improved. 
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Chapter  8 
EDUCATIONAL  ACHIEVEMENT 


Education  is  perhaps  the  most  significant  indicator  concerning  the  competitive  aspects  of 
the  quality  of  life.50 

"Education  is  now  the  most  important  agency  whereby  a  young  man  with  ability  but  lim- 
ited resources  can  rise  from  the  class  of  his  parents."51 

Several  studies  point  up  the  importance  of  the  educational  factor.     As  our  society  and 
culture  grows  more  complex  and  sophisticated,   changes  occur  with  greater  rapidity.     Individuals 
require  greater  amounts  of  time  to  learn  and  adjust  to  the  changes.     In  an  advanced,  technical, 
urban  society,   a  man  requires  more  than  just  the  ability  to  adjust  to  rapid  changes.     He  must 
also  know  "how"  to  adjust  to  these  rapid  changes.     Both  general  and  specialized  formal  education 
attempt  to  provide  persons  with  the  proper  learning  tools  necessary  for  adequate  adjustment  into 
the  social  milieu. 

In  a  survey  conducted  from  April  21  through  April  23,    1972,  by  George  H.    Gallup52  in 
which  parents  were  asked  their  opinions  on  the  chief  reasons  for  educating  their  children,  the 
responses    (and  corresponding  percentage  of  persons  replying)  were: 


1.  To  get  better  jobs  44% 

2.  To  get  along  better  with  people  at  all  social  levels  43% 

3.  To  make  more  money  -  achieve  financial  success  38% 

4.  To  attain  self-satisfaction  21% 

5.  To  stimulate  their  minds  15% 

6.  Miscellaneous  reasons  11% 
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When  those  same  parents  were  asked  what  they  would  like  their  local  elementary  schools 
(grades  1-6)   to  emphasize,  the  predominate  response  was: 

"Teaching  students  the  skills  of  reading,  writing  and  arithmetic."  54 

In  this  section  we  will  consider  the  following  educational  achievement  indicators    (see  Maps 
17,   18.    19,   20,   and  21). 

17.  The  average  1970  reading  comprehension  test  score  for  Alachua  County  School  pupils 
for  grade  4  by  enumeration  district 

18.  The  average  1970  reading  comprehension  test  score  for  Alachua  County  School  pupils 
for  grade  6  by  enumeration  district 

19.  The  average  1970  reading  comprehension  test  score  for  Alachua   County   School  pupils 
for  grade  8  by  enumeration  district 

20.  The  average  reading  comprehension  test  score  for  4th,    6th,   and  8th  grade  Alachua 
County  pupils  by  enumeration  district ,   and 

21.  The  average   1970  Florida  Senior  Placement  test  score  for  Alachua  County    Public  School 
12th  graders  by  enumeration  district 

Improvement  in  housing  conditions,  it  should  be  noted,  promotes  an  environment  that  is 
conducive  to  less  severe  illness    (both  in  number  and  in  kind)  .     Less  illness  and  less  severe 
illness  improves  the  possibilities  of  more  and  better  school  attendance.     With  more  and  better 
school  attendance  comes  an  increased  likelihood  for  educational  achievement. 

Results  of  Correlations 

As  one  study  55  pointed  out,   as  housing  quality  improved,  so  did  school  performance. 
This  particular  analysis  revealed  corresponding  results.     For  example,   there  was  shown  to 
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MAP    17 

AVERAGE 
COMPREHENSION 


READING 
TEST      SCORES 


4-TH      GRADE     PUPILS 

BY     ENUMERATION      DISTRICT 
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be  a  fairly  strong  inverse  relationship  between  educational  achievement  and  overcrowding  con- 
ditions   (i.e.,  that  as  the  percent  of  units  per  district  that  were  overcrowded,  or  more  than  1.00 
persons  per  room  increased,  the  average  reading  comprehension  test  score  per  district  decreased 
or  worsened) . 

Also  in  relation  to  housing  quality,  the  results  indicated  that  in  all  likelihood  some  relation- 
ship existed  between: 

1.  The  average  grade  4  and  grade  8  reading  comprehension  test  score  per  district  and: 

a.  the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  units  per  district    (-); 

b.  the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  units  per  district    (-);      as  the  average 
grade  4  and  grade  8  test  score  increased   (improved)   per  district,  the  percent- 
age of  Black  occupied  housing  units  decreased  per  district,  and  the  percentage 
of  substandard  housing  units  per  district  increased. 

2.  The  average  grade  6  reading  comprehension  test  score  per  district  and  the  relative 
housing  value  per  district.  As  the  average  grade  6  test  score  increased,  the  rela- 
tive housing  value  per  district  increased  also. 

Weak  relationships  were  brought  to  light  between: 

1.  The  average  grade  school  reading  comprehension  test  scores  per  district  and: 

a.  the  percentage  of  Black  occupied  housing  units  per  district    (-) ; 

b .  the  relative  housing  value  per  district   (+) ;    and 

c.  the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  units  per  district   (-) . 

2.  The  average  grade  8  reading  comprehension  test  score  and: 
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a.  the  percentage  of  renter  occupied  units  per  district   (-); 

b.  the  percentage  of  vacant  units  per  district   (-);    and 

c.  the  relative  housing  value  per  district   (+) . 

With  reference  to  those  variables  that  delimit  relationships  other  than  housing  quality,  see  Table  4, 


. 
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Table  4 

CORRELATIONS  BETWEEN  EDUCATIONAL  ACHIEVEMENT 

AND  OTHER  SOCIAL  VARIABLES 


Percentage  of  families  re- 
ceiving aid  to  families  with 
dependent  children/district 

Rate  of  persons  receiving 
aid  to  dependent  children/ 
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SV    =  Same   variable 

H      =  High  degree  of  association 

S      =  Some  association 

W      =  Weak  association 

Blank  spaces  indicate  that  little  or  no  relationship  exists 

♦      =  Positive  relationship 

=  Inverse  relationship 
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Possible  Areas  of  Future  Investigations: 

1.  Truancies,  tardiness,  school  attendance  rates, 

2.  High  school  drop-outs, 

3.  Juvenile  delinquencies , 

4.  School  vandalism , 

5.  School  children  receiving  medical  treatment, 

6.  School  children  receiving  dental  treatment, 

7.  Student- teacher  attitudes , 

8 .  Parent  attitudes  ,  and 

9 .  Community  attitudes  . 
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FOOTNOTES 

50 B.M. Gross  ,ed. Social  Intelligence  for  America's  Future    (Boston,   1969),  p.    19. 

51  Merrill,  p.    338. 

52 George  H.   Gallup,  Fourth  Annual  Gallup  Poll  of  Attitudes  Toward  Education   (April  21, 
1972)  . 

53Ibid.  ,  p.   34. 

54Ibid. 

55Wilner,  pp.   241-252,  as  listed  in  Gutman,  pp.   189-201. 
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Chapter  9 
MULTI-VARIATE  ANALYSES 


The  past  chapters  have  described  those  social  and  environmental  variables  depicting 
quality  of  life  characteristics;    explained  the  logic  pointing  up  the  conceptual  make-up  of  the 
social  indicators;    mapped  the  variables  according  to  increasing  quality  of  life  characteristics; 
and  pointed  out  the  correlational  analyses  which  described  those  variables  that  were  related 
as  well  as  their  strength  of  relationship. 

This  chapter  will  explain  three  other  statistical  techniques  or  multi-variate  analyses 
designed  to  handle  large  amounts  of  useful  and  descriptive  information  and  present  them  in 
the  simplest  possible  terms.     These  multi-variate  analyses  include  z-scores,  multiple  re- 
gression,  and  factor  analysis. 

Z-Scores 

Basically,   a       score  which  generally  has  results  ranging  somewhere  between  -3.00  to 
+3.00,  is  one  which  expresses  an  enumeration  district's  position  in  a  given  distribution  both 
with  respect  to  the  mean    (average)   for  the  city  and  with  respect  to  the  variability.     By  con- 
verting the  original  scores  to  z-scores,   each  district  may  be  ranked  according  to  how  well 
it  fared  in  relation  to  each  variable. 

In  essence,   a  z-score  allows  for  the  conversion  of  any  score  into  a  standard  score 
provided  that  the  mean  and  standard  deviation  for  the  distribution  of  which  it  is  part  is 
known.     It  may  be  expressed  in  the  following  formula: 

z  =  x  -  x 
sx 
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where: 

z  =  standard  score 

x  =  raw  score 

x  =  the  mean   (or  average)   of  the  variable  for  all  the  enumeration 
districts 

s     =  standard  deviation  for  the  variable  for  all  enumeration  dis- 
tricts 

The  main  advantage  of  z-scores  is  that  they  provide  a  means  for  comparing  raw  scores 
taken  from  different  distributions. 

Table  5  below  shows  the  resulting  z-scores  for  the  variables  which  were  utilized  in  this 
study  when  they  are  applied  to  the  enumeration  districts. 
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Table  5 


Z-SCORES 
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In  this  analysis,  as  the  percentages,  ratios,  and  averages  increased,  the  z-score  also 
increased.  To  determine  the  "rank"  of  each  district  with  respect  to  each  district,  one  must 
consider  whether  an  increase  in  rate    (percentage  or  average)   per  district  is  "good"  or  "bad." 

Take  the  variable  "percentage  of  4th  graders  scoring  less  than  50  percent  on  their 
reading  comprehension  exam  per  district,"  for  example.     As  this  percentage  increases,  the 
z-score  also  increases.     However,   as  this  percentage  increases,   the  situation    (in  this  case 
educational  achievement)   becomes  worse . 

When  the  variable  "average  grade  school  test  score  per  district"  increases,  however, 
the  z-score  also  increases,  but  the  situation    (educational  achievement)   improves. 

Some  variables,   on  the  other  hand,  would  be  very  difficult  to  rank  since  "goodness" 
or  "badness"  would  become  extremely  subjective.     The  variable  "the  percentage  of  families 
per  district  with  children  who  are  18  years  old  or  less"  is  a  typical  variable  that  would  be 
difficult  to  rank. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  the  z-score  method  was  utilized  merely  as  a  tool  for  de- 
termining the  extent  and  kind  of  social  problems  that  have  occurred  by  enumeration  district, 
but  is  incapable  of  delineating  specific  relationships  for  these  same  enumeration  districts. 

Inspection  of  Table  5  reveals  that  the  enumeration  districts  1644  and  1655  through  1661 
have  consistently  high  z-score  values  for  the  following  variables:      percentage  of  overcrowded 
housing  units  per  district;   the  percentage  of  units  occupied  by  Black  families  per  district;    the 
percentage  of  female-headed  families  per  district;    the  ratio  of  Black  average  housing  value  and 
rent  to  the  total  average  housing  value  and  rent  per  district;    the  percentage  of  low  school  scores; 
the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  per  district;    criminal  behavior  rates;    and  the  percentage 
of  non-husband-wife  families  with  children.     In  addition,  these  same  enumeration  districts  have 
consistently  low  values  for  the  following  variables:      relative  housing  value  per  district;   the 
average  housing  score  per  district;    and  average  grade  school  test  grade  per  district. 
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As  previously  stated,  these  z-score  values  will  increase  as  the  percentages,   rates,   and 
averages  of  the  phenomenon  being  measured  increase.     Careful  investigation  of  Table  5  will 
also  reveal  that  several  other  enumeration  districts  also  had  recorded  high  z-score  values  in 
some  of  the  aforementioned  variables.     Their  results,   however,  were  not  as  consistent  as  those 
of  enumeration  districts   1644  and  1655  through  1661. 

Multiple  Regression  Analysis 

Multiple  regression  analysis  is  a  statistical  procedure  which  provides  equations  that  help 
define  linear  relationships  between  one  dependent  variable  and  one  or  more  independent  variables. 
In  essence,  it  provides  an  estimate  of  the  future  by  means  of  a  regression  equation  which  is  the 
equation  of  a  regression  line.     This  line  does  not  in  reality  regress  from  anything.     It  is  simply 
a  line    (assumed  here  to  be  a  straight  line)  that  best  expresses  the  trend  of  points  on  a  scattergram 
(see  Appendix  for  scattergrams  relating  to  housing  quality).     To  use  multiple  regression  analysis, 
two  assumptions  must  be  made.     First,  it  is  necessary  to  assume  that  the  relationship  between  the 
dependent  variable    (social  indicator)    and  each  of  the  independent  variables  is  linear.     Secondly, 
it  is  necessary  to  consider  the  independent  variables  as  unrelated  to  each  other. 

With  respect  to  this  second  assumption,   a  set  of  independent  variables  was  drawn  up  for  each 
social  indicator  to  be  analyzed,   and  the  correlation  matrix  of  the  variables  was  inspected.     For  each 
social  indicator  to  be  analyzed,  a  list  of  potential  independent  variables  was  determined  by  way  of 
their  relatively  high  correlation  with  the  social  indicator    (i.e.,   r  =  +  .5  or  better).     New  sub-lists 
were  then  developed  by  combining  these  same  independent  variables  which  had  low  degrees  of 
association    (i.e.,  r  =  +_  .5  or  less)   with  each  other.     The  relationship  between  the  social  indicators 
and  the  independent  variables  may  be  expressed  by  the  formula: 

Y  =  B1X1  +  B2    X2...BNXN+C 
where: 

Y  =  the  dependent  variable    (social  indicator) 
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X  1=  the  i'th  independent  variable 

B  -  =  the  i'th  coefficient 

C  =  a  constant 

N  =  the  total  number 

As  in  simple  correlations,   in  order  to  determine  the  relationship  between  the  dependent 
variable   (social  indicator)   and  the  set  of  independent  variables,   the  multiple  correlation  coeffi- 
cient is  squared  and  may  be  expressed  as  r     , 

Table  6  was  prepared  depicting  the  results  of  the  multiple  regression  analyses  that  were 
performed  on  this  study's  data. 

In  reference  to  this  table,   it  should  be  emphasized  that  these  equations  are  useful  prin- 
cipally as  tools  for  detecting  and  predicting  the  extent  of  some  social  problem  for  some  future 
date .     For  instance ,   the  multiple  regression  equation  enables  the  estimation  of  some  future  value 
for  a  variable  or  social  indicator.   This  may  be  achieved  through  the  application  and  utilization 
of  some  given  independent  variables  that  are  directly  measurable  in  the  present.     In  addition,  if  the 
values  of  the  independent  variables  may  be  predicted  for  some  future  date,  the  future  values  of  the 
dependent  variable  may  also  be  estimated  by  using  the  multiple  regression  equations. 
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Table  6 


RESULTS  OF  MULTIPLE  REGRESSION  ANALYSIS 


(1)     Y  =  PERCENTAGES  OF  SUBSTANDARD  HOUSING  UNITS  PER  DISTRICT 


XI 
X2 
X3 


XI 
X2 
X3 


VARIABLES 

RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO 

PROPERTY   CRIME  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED- SEPARATED 

PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 

DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 


VALUES  DERIVED 


PERCENTAGE  OF  OCCUPIED  UNITS  "BLACK 

OCCUPIED  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED- SEPARATED 

PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  4TH  GRADERS  SCORING  LESS 

THAN  50  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl  = 

0.79334 

B2  = 

0.34021 

B3  = 

0.36833 

C 

-2.97908 

r2  = 

0.58764 

Bl  = 

0.11998 

B2  = 

0.37071 

B3  = 

0.05795 

C 

-3.05456 

r2  = 

0.62397 
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Table  6 


(Continued) 


XI 
X2 
X3 


XI 

X2 
X3 


XI 
X2 
X3 


XI 
X2 
X3 


PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED- SEPARATED 

PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  OF  4TH  GRADERS  SCORING  LESS 

THAN  50  PER  DISTRICT 

DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 


AVERAGE   4TH   GRADE  READING  COMPREHENSION 
TEST  SCORE  PER  DISTRICT 
DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 
PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED-SEPARATED 
PERSONS   PER  DISTRICT 


AVERAGE  4TH  GRADE  READING  COMPREHENSION 

TEST  SCORE  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DR/ORCED- SEPARATED 

PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 

DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 


RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO 

PROPERTY   CRIME 

PERCENTAGE  OF  4TH  GRADERS  SCORING  LESS 

THAN   50  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED-SEPARATED 

PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl 

- 

0.51357 

B2 

— 

0.09178 

B3 

= 

0.44322 

C 

-7.05414 

r2 

ss 

0.52195 

Bl 

-0.41445 

B2 

= 

0.47605 

B3 

— 

0.27905 

C 

16.98303 

r2 

= 

0.64827 

Bl 

— 

-0.42655 

B2 

= 

0.48887 

B3 

= 

0.37884 

C 

17.49423 

r2 

= 

0.68898 

Bl 

= 

0.77676 

B2 

= 

0.08593 

B3 

= 

0.34836 
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Table  6 
(Continued) 

C         -6.54925 
r2  =     0.61205 

(2)      Y  =  RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO  PROPERTY  CRIMES  PER  DISTRICT 


XI 
X2 


XI 


XI 


AVERAGE   4TH  GRADE  READING  COMPREHENSION 
TEST  SCORE  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  DIVORCED-SEPARATED  PERSONS 
PER  DISTRICT 


PERCENTAGE  OF  HUSBAND-WIFE  FAMILIES  PER 
DISTRICT 


RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO 
MINOR  CRIMES  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl  = 

-0.21194 

B2  = 
C 

0.33383 
10.17169 

r2  = 

0.47335 

Bl  = 
C 

-0.36067 
34.88715 

r2  = 

0.53618 

Bl  = 
C 

0.38887 
2.22066 

r2  = 

0.54713 
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Table  6 
(Continued) 

(3)      Y  =  RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO  CRIMES  OF  VIOLENCE  PER  DISTRICT 


XI 
X2 
X3 


XI 

X2 
X3 


XI 

X2 
X3 


AVERAGE   4TH  GRADE  TEST  SCORE  PER  DISTRICT 
DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 
PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED-SEPARATED 
MALES  PER  DISTRICT 


AVERAGE   4TH  GRADE  READING  COMPREHENSION 
TEST  SCORE  PER  DISTRICT 
DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 
PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED-SEPARATED 
PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 


RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO 
PROPERTY   CRIME  PER  DISTRICT 
DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 
PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED-SEPARATED 
PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl  =  -0.09694 
B2  =     0.20623 

B3  =     0.14445 
C  2.80191 

r2  =     0.67323 


Bl  = 
B2  = 

-0.11046 
0.19271 

B3  = 
C 

0.13472 
3.78263 

r2  = 

0.67964 

Bl  = 
B2  = 

0.20669 
0.18954 

B3  = 
C 

0.11658 
-1.51970 

r2  = 

0.61205 
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Table  6 
(Continued) 

(4)      Y  =  RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO  MINOR  CRIMES  PER  DISTRICT 


XI 
X2 
X3 


RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO 

PROPERTY   CRIME  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED- SEPARATED 

PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 

DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl  =     0.80299 


B2  = 
B3  = 
C 


0.68013 

0.73887 

■6.86570 


r2  =     0.81509 


XI 

X2 
X3 


PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED- SEPARATED  MALES 

PER  DISTRICT 

DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 

AVERAGE  4TH    GRADE  READING  COMPREHENSION  TEST 

SCORE  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl  =     0.69211 
B2  =     0.97077 

B3  =  -0.25238 
C  4.51072 

r2  =     0.71896 


XI         =       PERCENTAGE  OF  TOTAL  DIVORCED- SEPARATED 

PERSONS  PER  DISTRICT 
X2         =       DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 
X3        =       AVERAGE  4TH  GRADE  READING  COMPREHENSION  TEST 

SCORE  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl  = 

B2  = 

B3  = 
C 


0.79830 
0.83292 

■0.30275 
7.78757 


r2=     0.78392 
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Table  6 
(Continued) 

(5)      Y  =  PERCENTAGE  OF  4TH  GRADERS  SCORING  LESS  THAN  50  PER  DISTRICT 


XI 
X2 


XI 
X2 


XI 
X2 


XI 
X2 


PERCENTAGE  UNITS  WITH   1.01  OR  MORE  PERSONS 
PER  ROOM  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  FAMILIES  WITH  MEMBERS  WHO  ARE 
LESS  THAN  18  YEARS  OLD  PER  DISTRICT 


PERCENTAGE  OF  SUBSTANDARD  HOUSING  UNITS 
PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  FAMILIES  WITH  MEMBERS  WHO  ARE 
LESS  THAN  18  YEARS  OLD  PER  DISTRICT 


RELATIVE  HOUSING  VALUE  PER  DISTRICT 
PERCENTAGE  OF  FAMILIES  WITH  MEMBERS  WHO  ARE 
LESS  THAN  18  YEARS  OLD  PER  DISTRICT 


RATIO  OF  BLACK  HOUSING  VALUE  TO  TOTAL  AVERAGE 
VALUE  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  FAMILIES  WITH  MEMBERS  WHO  ARE 
LESS  THAN  18  YEARS  OLD  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl 

= 

1.84754 

B2 
C 

= 

0.66703 
21.58388 

r2 

— 

0.35788 

Bl 

— 

1.96376 

B2 
C 

= 

0.84980 
12.77689 

r2 

- 

0.48353 

Bl 

-. 

-20.87166 

B2 
C 

— 

0.59727 
43.15654 

r2 

= 

0.51434 

Bl 

— 

27.79227 

B2 
C 

= 

0.71908 
22.19007 
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Table  6 
(Continued) 


r2=     0.42424 


(6)      Y  =  AVERAGE  4TH  GRADE  READING  COMPREHENSION  TEST  SCORE  PER  DISTRICT 


XI 
X2 


XI 
X2 


RATIO  OF  BLACK  HOUSING  VALUE  TO  TOTAL  AVERAGE 
VALUE  PER  DISTRICT 

RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO  PROPERTY 
CRIME  PER  DISTRICT 


RELATIVE  HOUSING  VALUE  PER  DISTRICT 

RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO  PROPERTY 

CRIMES  PER  DISTRICT 


Bl  =  -9.83447 

B2  =  -0.84458 
C       -47.64643 

r2=     0.53856 


Bl 

= 

6 

.07180 

B2 

— 

-0 

.83288 

C 

42 

.67491 

r2 

= 

0. 

555151 

Y  =  DEATH  RATE  PER  1,000  PER  DISTRICT 


XI 
X2 


RATE  OF  UNLAWFUL  BEHAVIOR  RELATIVE  TO  MINOR 

CRIMES  PER  DISTRICT 

PERCENTAGE  OF  STRUCTURES  WITH  10+  UNITS  PER 

DISTRICT 


Bl  =     0.26667 

B2  =  -0.04339 
C  4.81349 
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Table  6 
(Continued) 


r2  =     0.51504 


NOTE:   AS  EXPLAINED  PREVIOUSLY,  THE  BASIC  FORMULA  FOR  WHICH  THE  RESULTING  VALUES 
ARE  REPRESENTED  HERE  IS:   Y  =  B  ±  X±  +   B  2  X2  -  B  NXN  +  C.   THE  VALUE  OF  r2 
DEPICTS  THE  STRENGTH  OF  THE  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  Y  (EQUALS  SUBSTANDARD 
HOUSING)  AND  X  (THE  OTHER  VARIABLE  DEPICTED),  i.e.,  THE  HIGHER  X2  ,  THE  STRONGER 
THE  RELATIONSHIP. 
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Multiple  regression  analysis,   it  should  also  be  noted,  is  an  even  more  useful  tool  when 
the  data  is  available  at  regularly  spaced  time  intervals.      By  using  data  from  different  years, 
for  example,  impacts  cannot  only  be  traced,  but  cause-effect  relationships  may  also  be  assigned 
among  the  variables.     In  reference  to  the  determination  of  the  multiple  regression  equations 
which  evolved  in  this  study    (see  Table  6)  ,   a  much  larger  number  of  equations  was  derived  by 
using  the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  units  per  district  as  the  dependent  variable  than 
for  any  other  dependent  variable.     As  previously  mentioned,  this  variable  was  derived  in  1972. 

From  inspection  of  the  multiple  regression  equations  that  have  the  percentage  of  sub- 
standard housing  per  enumeration  district  as  the  dependent  variable,  it  may  be  seen  that  there 
are  six  combinations  of  variables  which  meet  the  criteria  previously  set  up  for  defining  sets  of 
dependent  variables .     Each  of  the  six  sets  contains  a  variable  measuring  family  stability ,   four 
contain  the  death  rate  variable,   and  five  contain  an  educational  achievement  variable. 

Again  it  should  be  noted  that  the  base  year  for  that  dependent  variable    (i.e.,  the  per- 
centage of  substandard  housing  units  per  enumeration  district)   was  1972  while  the  base  year 
for  all  the  other  variables  was   1970.     Also,   more  regression  equations  were  found  using  the 
percentage  of  substandard  housing  per  district  as  the  dependent  variable  than  were  found  using 
any  other  variable  for  the  dependent  variable.     The  hypothesis  may  be  made  here  that  housing 
condition  is  a  symptomatic  variable    (i.e.,  having  the  characteristics  of  a  particular  disease  but 
arising  from  another  cause)  ,   and  as  such  is  suitable  for  prediction  using  multiple  regression 
analysis.     Housing  quality  might  show  up  as  a  symptomatic  variable  if  housing  maintenance 
took  relatively  low  priority  to  people  with  marital  problems,  health  problems,   and  educational 
problems    (which  might  be  related  to  socialization  problems) . 

These  hypotheses  cannot  be  totally  supported  by  the  existing  data,   although  they  are 
indicated.     Testing  these  hypotheses  should  perhaps  be  the  goal  of  some  future  study. 

Only  one  set  of  two  variables  met  the  criteria  for  independent  variables  in  the  regression 
equation  using  the  rate  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  property  crime  as  the  dependent  variable 
The  two  variables  were  the  average  fourth  grade  reading  comprehension  test  scores  per  district, 
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and  the  percentage  of  divorced  or  separated  men  per  district.     This  would  indicate  that  broken 
families  and  educational  achievement  are  related  to  criminal  behavior  involving  property  crimes. 
Strong  relationships  were  also  found  between  rates  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  property 
crime  and  the  percentage  of  husband-wife  families  per  district    (a  negative  relationship  which 
is  in  agreement  with  the  first  relationship)  ,   and  minor  crimes. 

Rates  of  unlawful  behavior  relative  to  both  crimes  of  violence  and  minor  crimes  were  found 
to  be  associated  with  three  variables  in  each  set.     The  death  rate  was  found  in  each  equation,   as 
was  a  variable  dealing  with  broken  homes .     A  variable  measuring  educational  achievment  was  found 
in  two  of  the  three  equations  for  both  the  unlawful  behavior  relating  to  both  crimes  of  violence  and 
minor  crimes.     These  types  of  crime,   as  the  regression  analysis  points  out,  seem  to  be  related  to 
broken  homes,  poor  health  and  low  educational  achievement. 

In  addition  there  were  four  regression  equations  formed  using  the  percentage  of  students  per 
district  scoring  less  than  50  percent  on  their  fourth  grade  reading  comprehension  test.     Each  equa- 
tion had  an  independent  variable  which  measured  the  presence  of  household  members  who  were  under 
eighteen  years  of  age.     In  three  of  the  equations,   the  other  independent  variable  measured  some  as- 
pect of  housing  quality.     The  fourth  equation  had  a  variable    (i.e.,  the  ratio  of  the  average  Black 
housing  value  to  the  average  housing  value  per  district)    which  was  designed  to  measure  a  Black 
enclave.     These  equations  indicate  that  an  ethnic  enclave  or  the  presence  of  families  with  children 
coupled  with  poor  residential  quality  is  associated  with  a  large  proportion  of  the  students  doing 
very  poorly  in  school. 

Low  average  school  achievement  .as  the  analysis  indicates,  seems  to  relate  to  both  the  presence 
of  an  ethnic  enclave  and  unlawful  behavior    (relative  to  property  crime)   or  low  housing  value  and 
criminal  behavior    (relative  to  property  crime).     A  high  death  rate,  on  the  other  hand,  is  related 
to  both  unlawful  behavior    (relative  to  minor  crimes)    and  high  density  living. 

In  conclusion,  then,  it  cannot  be  emphasized  enough  that  a  high  degree  of  inter- relatedness 
exists  between  and  among  the  variables  depicting  social  problems.      Social  indicators  which  were 
used  as  dependent  variables  in  the  beginning  of  the  analysis,  for  example,  show  up  again  and  a- 
gain  as  independent  variables  in  the  latter  portions  of  the  analysis. 
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Factor  Analysis 

Factor  analysis  is  a  basic  statistical  technique  whereby  a  large  number  of  operational 
indices  or  variables  is  reduced  to  a  smaller,  more  inclusive  set  of  conceptual  variables.     Be- 
sides allowing  for  the  simpler  interpretation  and  description  of  the  total  available  information, 
factor  analysis  also  points  out  those  basic  underlying  structural  conditions  that  affect  the 
phenomena   (social  well-being)   being  measured.     To  accomplish  this,   a  set  of  factors  represent- 
ing common  patterns  of  variability  must  be  developed.     These  factors  must  be  interpreted  by 
the  factor  weightings  on  the  various  variables.     Factor  scores  for  specific  districts  may  then 
be  derived  and  analyzed. 

Underlying  the  use  of  factor  analysis  is  the  idea  that  a  large  number  of  inter-correlated 
variables  may  be  due  to  one  or  more  basic  underlying  factors. 

The  use  of  factor  analysis  in  spatial  studies  is  relatively  new ,  and  its  use  in  the  defini- 
tion of  social  problems  is  even  newer. 

Factor  analysis  was  used  by  Wendell  Bell,   Eshref  Shevky,   and  Marianne  Williams  to  test 
three  conceptual  variables  that  could  delimit  the  reasons  for  residential  locations  by  persons, 
families,    and  households.     To  accomplish  this,   they  conducted  a  social  space  analysis  of  the 
populations  of  Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco. 56 

In  their  analysis  they  derived  three  classifications  which  were  based  on  a  set  of  postulates 
which  concerned  those  basic  social  changes  found  in  rapidly  industrializing  communities.     They 
used  variables  in  their  analysis  that  would  measure  the  impact  of  these  social  changes  as  effi- 
ciently and  as  effectively  as  possible . 

The  three  basic  postulates  with  which  they  were  concerned  were: 

1.  An  industrialized  society  caused  changes  in  the  range  and  intensity  of  personal  relations. 
This,  in  turn,  resulted  in  the  decreasing  importance  of  usual  production  operations,  and 
the  increasing  importance  of  management,  clerical  and  professional  occupations.     The  social 
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impact  could  be  measured  in  terms  of  the  increased  occupational  and  educational 
characteristics  of  the  population. 

2.  As  the  functional  activities  of  society  became  more  specialized  and  differentiated, 
changes  occurred  in  the  characteristics  of  the  social  institutions.     The  institution 
most  relevant  to  the  social  space  analysis ,  the  family ,   for  example ,  is  increasing- 
ly having  divorced  from  itself  the  educational,   counseling  and  nursing  functions 

of  our  society.     With  that,  the  extended  family  is  being  replaced  by  a  set  of  family 
types,   differentiated  both  by  size  and  the  age  of  its  members. 

3.  An  increasingly  complex  social  system  could  support  an  increasingly  diverse  popu- 
lation. Many  positions  offered  by  the  social  system  may  be  filled  regardless  of,  or 
because  of,   different  ethnic  backgrounds. 

The  three  conceptual  variables  which  evolved  from  these  three  postulates  were: 

a.  Socio-Economic  Status, 

b.  Family  Status,   and 

c.  Ethnic  Status. 

They  determined  that  a  person's  choice  of  residential  location  is  contingent  upon  these  three 
basic  underlying  factors. 

Factorial  Ecology 

Factor  analysis,  in  the  past,  has  been  referred  to  as  either  a  Factorial  Ecology    (as  its 
theory  is  based  on  that  of  Human  Ecology  as  expressed  by  Park  and  others  at  the  University 
of  Chicago  School  of  Sociology)   or  Social  Area  Analysis        (alluding  to  the  use  of  a  geographic 
area  as  the  basic  area  for  analysis).      Because  of  the  anticipated  confusion  of  the  term  "Social 
Area  Analysis"  with  a  different  type  of  urban  analysis  called  Social  Indicator  Analysis,  the 
term  Factorial  Ecology  was  used  in  this  study. 
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The  introduction  of  a  broader  spectrum  of  variables    (i.e.,   census  information  as  well  as 
variables  depicting  social  indicators)   into  the  Factorial  Ecology  revealed  that  the  hree  basic 
factors ,   socio-economic  status ,  family  status ,   and  ethnic  status  splintered  into  more  specific 
factors  which  differentiate  the  underlying  reasons  for  the  residential  location  of  persons,  families, 
and  households.     Variables  which  describe  ethnic  characteristics  point  out  the  geographic  concen- 
trations of  specific  nationalities  and/or  races.     The  ethnic  group  factor  that  evolves  is  referred 
to  as  ethnic  status.     The  family  status  factor,  too,  might  also  be  depicted  by  more  than  one  fac- 
tor.    While  one  factor  might  delineate  family  size,   for  example,   another  factor  might  point  out 
family  mobility.     Both  depict  family  status. 

A  Factorial  Ecology  for  the  City  of  Gainesville 

Generating  a  factorial  ecology  is  important  for  two  major  reasons.     One,  it  aids  in  depic- 
ting those  geographic  areas  that  are  spatially  different;    and,  two,  it  points  out  the  possible 
underlying  reasons    (i.e.,  socio-economic  status,  family  status,   and  ethnic  status)   that  areas 
are  spatially  different  residentially .     In  this  chapter,   the  two  factor  analyses  that  were  performed 
shall  be  described. 

To  insure  that  minimal  distortion  occurs  in  the  results  of  the  factor  analysis,   variables 
should  not  be  used  that  are  highly  correlated.     The  most  pertinent  factor  that  was  eliminated 
by  this  criteria  was  the  variable  "percentage  of  all  Black  occupied  units  per  district."     This 
variable  highly  correlated  with  the  "percentage  of  units  with  1.01  or  more  people  per  room 
per  district"    (r=0.918)   and  the  "percentage  of  occupied  units  with  a  telephone  per  district" 
(r  =  0.837).     Both  of  these  latter  variables  were  more  statistically  important  to  the  factor 
analysis  than  the  "percentage  of  all  Black  occupied  units  per  district."     Consequently,  the 
variables  which  described  both  socio-economic  status  and  ethnic  status  can  be  represented 
by  one  factor,      (see  Table  7). 
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Table  7 


FACTORIAL  ECOLOGY 


%  Units  with  more  than  1.01  people  per  room 

%  Occupied  Units  with  telephone 

%  Units  with  members  less  than  18  years  old 
not  husband-wife  families 

%  Single  family  detached  units 

%  Husband- Wife  families 

%  Families  with  members  less  than  18 

Ratio  of  Black  rent  to  total  average 

Relative  Housing  value  of  all  units 


FACTOR  1 
0.85069 
0.92241 

0.93263 


0.94368 

0.85480 
-0.72235 


FACTOR  2 


0.74634 


0.86981 


FACTOR  1  -  Social  Economic  Status  6  Ethnic  Status 
FACTOR  2  -  Family  Status 

The  figures  in  this  matrix  represent  the  factor  weights  on  the  variables,  or  the  correlation 
of  coefficients  between  the  factors  and  the  variables. 
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Table  7 
(Continued) 
FACTOR  MATRIX  WITH  SOCIAL  PROBLEM  VARIABLES  INCLUDED 

%  Units  with  more  than  1.01  people  per  room  0.80950 

%  Units  occupied  with  telephone  -0.93062 

%  Single  family  detached  units  

%  Husband- Wife  families  -0.92489 

%  Families  with  members  less  than  18  

Ratio  of  Black  renter  average  rent  to  the  total  average  rent  0.81687 

Relative  housing  value  -0.72131 

Average  4th  Grade  test  score  -0.75353 

%  of  units  found  to  be  substandard  0.81961 

Crime  of  violence  0.82488 

Property  crime  0.79132 

Minor  crime  0.81940 

%  of  families  with  children  that  are  not  husband-wife  0.90983 


0.85598 


0.73882 
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It  should  be  noted  that  a  separate  ethnic  factor  would  have  been  generated  by  the  analysis 
if  an  area  existed  in  the  city  that  contained  either: 

1.  a  high  concentration  of  relatively  affluent  Black  households;    or 

2.  a  high  concentration  of  relatively  poor  White  households  which  were  isolated  from 
areas  with  poor  Black  households . 

In  this  study  no  such  areas  apparently  existed. 

If  no  racial ,   national ,   or  religious  discrimination  existed  in  the  city ,   no  ethnic  status 
factor  could  evolve  from  the  analysis.     If  no  residential  segregation  existed,  then  the  percent- 
age of  Black  occupied  households  would  theoretically  have  been  relatively  constant  in  each 
district,   and  correlations  between  the  "percentage  of  Black  occupied  households  per  district" 
and  the  other  variables  would  have  been  low.     Neither  was  true  for  the  City  of  Gainesville. 

With  reference  to  the  spatial  differentiation  of  City  of  Gainesville  enumeration  districts, 
the  two  main  underlying  conceptual  variables  generated  by  this  Factorial  Ecology  were  socio- 
economic status  and  family  status.     What  this  essentially  means  is  that  although  a  Gainesville 
resident  may  have  many  personal  and  unique  criteria  in  choosing  his  particular  place  of  resi- 
dence, the  two  major  constraints  with  which  he  and  every  other  Gainesville  resident  must 
contend  are  his  income  and  the  presence  of  children  in  his  household   (see  Table  7)  . 

A  Factorial  Ecology  Using  the  Social  Indicators 

The  Factorial  Ecology  as  outlined  above  is  a  descriptive  tool  which  deals  with  measures 
that  are  not  value-oriented    (i.e.,   it  deals  with  variables  which  cannot  be  labeled  as"gcod"  or 
"bad").     For  example,   an  area  cannot  be  said  to  be  better  than  another  because    (1)   the  average 
household  income  is  higher,  or    (2)   there  are  more  children  in  the  families,  even  if  everything 
else  is  held  constant. 

However,  an  area  can  be  said  to  be  worse  off  than  another  because  it  has  more  crime, 
more  blighted  structures , more  ill  health,  or  proportionately  more  children    tend  to  do  badly 
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in  school.     These  may  be  considered  value-oriented  variables  or  social  indicators  in  that  they 
measure  the  presence  of  a  social  problem.     When  these  variables  are  applied  to  specific  geo- 
graphic areas  and  the  extent  of  the  problem  is  uncovered,  labels  of  "better  off"  or  worse  off" 
then  may  be  applied. 

In  this  study  a  factorial  ecology  or  factor  analysis  was  performed  utilizing  both  value- 
oriented    (social  indicators)    and  non-value  oriented  variables.      The  same  two  underlying  factors 
were  again  generated:      family  status    (as  indicated  by  variables  delineating  both  the  presence 
of  children  in  the  household ,   and  the  presence  of  single  family  dwellings  in  an  area)   and  socio- 
economic status  factor   (as  indicated  by  variables  which  pointed  out  the  presence  of  most  of  the 

social  problems educational  achievement,  housing  quality,   and  unlawful  behavior the 

presence  of  broken  homes  with  children,   and  the  presence  of  overcrowded  households). 

An  orthogonal  solution  was  specified  in  the  two  above-mentioned  factor  analyses.     An 
orthogonal  solution  produces  factors  that  are  mutually  independent   (i.e.,  no  correlation  exists 
between  them).     Factor  analyses  were  executed  specifying  oblique  rotation  of  factors.     In  oblique 
rotation,  which  is  more  valuable  when  larger  amounts  of  information  are  available,   some  inter- 
correlation  is  permitted  among  the  derived  factors.     In  addition  to  the  socio-economic  status  and 

family  status  factors,   oblique  rotation  produced  a  third  factor a  substandard  housing  factor 

which  had  only  one  variable  weighting  which  was  significant:      the   "percentage  of  substandard 
housing  units  per  district."     Consequently,  this  third  factor  did  not  provide  much  useful  infor- 
mation,  and  an  orthogonal  rotation  of  the  factors  was  utilized.     The  information  provided  by  this 
third  factor  could  in  fact  be  adequately  presented  by  the  simple  inspection  of  the  map  depicting 
the  percentage  of  substandard  housing  per  district. 

In  order  to  provide  more  basic  and  useful  information  with  respect  to  the  major  underlying 
factors  affecting  residential  location,   orthogonal  rotation,   which  allows  for  the  extraction  of  mu- 
tually non-correlated  factors,  was  necessitated.     With  this  type  of  rotation,  the  conclusion  could 
be  made  that  the  family  status  factor  was  independent  of  the  socio-economic  status  factor.      Since 
the  family  status  factor  was  not  correlated  with  the  socio-economic  status  factor,  it  can  be  stated 
that  areas  with  households  may  experience  social  pathology  whether  children  are  present  or  not, 
but  a  larger  degree  of  social  pathology  is  likely  to  occur  if  the  households  are  Black,  in  poverty, 
overcrowded,  or  have  experienced  divorce,  desertion,  separation,  or  death  of  one  or  both  parents, 
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The  Factor  Score 

The  factor  score  measures  problems  relative  to  the  variables  included  in  this  analysis.     It 
is  a  mathematical  composite  of  a  common  variance  found  in  the  data.     Those  variables  whose  var- 
iance is  similar  to  the  common  variance  of  the  factor  can  be  determined  by  inspection  of  the  factor 
weights . 

The  theoretical  dimensions  associated  with  the  factor  score  are  derived  in  a  manner  very 
similar  to  that  of  multiple  regression  analysis.     Factor  score  coefficients  are  derived  from  the  fac- 
tor weights.     These  factor  score  coefficients  are  similar  to  the  regression  coefficient  derived  for 
multiple  regression  analysis.     The  factor  score  for  each  enumeration  district  is  calculated  by  the 
formula: 

fik=Fil'zlk    +Fi2*z2k    +  Fi3  *  z  3k""Fin  "  znk 
where 

f*ic=  the  factor  score  for  the  i'th  factor  and  the  k'th  enumeration  district 

F^  =    the  factor  score  coefficient  for  the  i'th  factor  and  the  j'th  variable 

Z  4j=     the  z-score  for  the  j'th  variable  and  the  k'th  enumeration  district 

and 

n     =     the  total  number  of  variables  used  in  the  analysis 

Variables  depicting  socio-economic  status,  ethnic  status,   and  social  problems  all  weighed 
heavily  on  the  first  factor.     The  factor  score  gives  a  single  measure  of  all  three  of  these  concepts. 
A  higher  factor  score  corresponds  to  a  higher  degree  of  social  problems,   a  higher  concentration 


109 


of  Black  households,   and  a  lower  socio-economic  status  for  the  enumeration  district  in  question. 

The  value  presented  by  the  factor  score  is  only  as  valid  and  as  comprehensive  as  the 
data  from  which  it  is  derived.     As  has  already  been  stated,   some  degree  of  comprehensiveness 
was  sacrificed  in  the  interest  of  validity.     If  it  was  not  very  certain  that  a  variable  was  a  valid 
measure  of  the  concept  of  the  variable  chosen  to  be  measured,   or  if  there  were  too  few  events 
measured  in  the  variable  for  the  base  year  to  provide  a  good  statistical  measure,  the  variable 
was  not  used. 

The  value  for  each  enumeration  district  represents  an  average  for  that  entire  area.     The 
value  for  any  enumeration  district  is  valid  if  the  enumeration  district  is  homogeneous  relative  to 
the  measure  of  the  variables  used  in  the  factor  analysis.   The  homogeneity  of  housing  quality,   for 
example,   for  some  of  the  enumeration  districts  may  be  tested  by  inspection  of  the  block  in  the 
housing  report.     It  may  be  seen  here  that  housing  quality  varies  greatly  within  that  same  enumera- 
tion district.     This  is  most  evident  within  enumeration  districts  1655  and  1656,  where  a  single  pocket 
of  poor  housing  overlaps  a  portion  of  those  two  districts  but  fills  enumeration  district  1657.     The 
balance  of  enumeration  districts  1655  and  1656  meanwhile    are  vacant  or  contain  adequate  housing, 
(see  Appendix  MapA-1). 

Consequently ,  it  should  not  be  assumed  that  the  factor  score  will  describe  an  individual  house- 
hold or  dwelling  unit  within  each  enumeration  district,  but  will  point  out  a  general  average.  In  con- 
clusion, the  factor  score  should  not  be  used  as  an  absolute  ranking  device,  but  instead  as  a  tool  which 
provides  for  a  general  comparison  of  different  areas  within  the  City. 
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The  first  factor  which  evolved    (Factor  I),   socio-economic  status,   accounted  for  61.5%  of 
the  variability  of  all  the  variables  used  in  the  analysis.     This  would  indicate  that  nearly  two- 
thirds  of  the  difference  between  enumeration  districts  can  be  accounted  for  by  this  factor.     Socio- 
economic status  therefore  may  be  considered  the  major  constraint  to  residential  location. 

Because  all  the  variables  depicting  social  pathology  were  linked  to  this  factor,  socio-economic 
status  was  used  as  the  major  quality  of  life  factor    (Factor  I)    and  was  consequently  given  factor 
scores  to  delineate  the  distribution  of  enumeration  districts  with  respect  to  that  same  factor. 

Since  the  factor  may  be  used  as  an  objective  means  of  ranking  the  E.D.'s  relative  to  the 
presence  of  social  problems,  it  was  applied  to  all  the  districts  existing  within  the  City  of  Gaines- 
ville.     The  following  table    (8)    and  map    (22)    show  those  areas  with  increasing  quality  of  life 
characteristics.     It  should  be  noted  that  this  ranking  merely  indicates  a  distribution  regarding 
just  the  social,  economic,   and  environmental  variables  which  were  measured  with  respect  to  this 
particular  study.     The  addition  of  more  information  or  the  deletion  of  existing  information,  or 
the  use  of  different  statistical  techniques  could  affect,  even  dramatically,  this  particular  ranking. 
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Table  8 
FACTOR  SCORES  BY  ENUMERATION  DISTRICT 

Enumeration  District  Factor  Score  Enumeration  District  Factor  Score 


1644  2.256  1640  -.376 

1657  2.003  1624  -.456 

1648  1.808  1652  -.523 

1660  1.475  1642  -.533 
1656  1.440  1626  -.610 

1649  1.324  1623  -.613 

1658  1.260  1643  -.626 

1661  1.209  1619  -.662 

1646  1.061  1641  -.671 

1645  1.000  1630  -.704 

1659  0.933  1651  -.732 
1655  .911  1633  -.743 
1635  .266  1620  -.748 
1654  .257  1621  -.839 

1647  .112  1634  -.922 
1653  -.088  1632  -.976 
1625  -.095  1628  -.993 

1650  -.170  1629  -1.011 
1622  -.170  1627  -1.028 
1618  -.208  1631  -1.148 
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MAP   22 

AREAS        OF 
SOCIAL        WELL-   BEING 

BY     ENUMERATION      DISTRICT 

CITY      OF     GAINESVILLE,  FLORIDA  -1970 


GAINESVILLE 
MUN1C IPAL 
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FOOTNOTES 

^6Eshref  Shevky  and  Marianne  Williams ,   The  Social  Areas  of  Los  Angeles:     Analysis 
and  Typology    (Berkeley  and  Los  Angeles,   1949).      Wendell  Bell,    "The  Social  Areas  of  the  San 
Francisco  Bay  Region,"  American  Sociological  Review    (February,   1953),   SVIII,  29-47. 

^'Shevky  and  Bell,   Social  Area  Analysis:     Theory ,  Illustrative  Application  and  Com- 
putational Procedures   (Stanford,  1955) . 
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Chapter  10 
RECOMMENDATIONS 


As  attested  to  in  the  factor  analysis,  the  major  underlying  variable  as  derived  related  to  the 
socio-economic  status  factor  of  households.    In  the  event  that  any  future  quality  of  life  study  occur, 
this  indicator  (socio-economic  status)  should  be  considerably  expanded. 

Overall,  the  study  provided  for  a  generalized  view  of  the  social  problems  of  Gainesville  and 
revealed  many  strong  relationships  among  the  fairly  diverse  social  problem  areas  that  were  measured. 
However,  because  the  study  was  limited  with  regard  to  the  kinds  and  amounts  of  information  available 
for  use,  it  would  be  difficult  to  point  out  specific  social  program  recommendations.    In  addition,  the 
study  investigated  problem  areas  that  went  beyond  the  authority  or  expertise  of  this  department. 

Since  no  single  agency  can  be  expected  to  deal  with  all  these  problems,  and  since  there  are 
agencies  dealing  with  each  of  these  problems,  coordination  of  these  agencies" should  be  stimulated 
so  that  communication  links  may  be  established  for  the  inter-change  of  information  for  purposes  of 
operations,  planning,  and  analysis.    With  that,  service  delivery  could  become  more  efficient  by 
reducing  the  redundancy  of  operations  and  data  processing  functions. 

With  respect  to  pointing  out  general  guidelines  to  better  deal  with  the  Gainesville  housing 
problems,  several  major  points  should  be  made: 

1.  Housing,  like  income,  is  more  frequently  a  result  rather  than  a  cause  of    other  social 
problems  (such  as  lack  of  adequate  income,  lack  of  decent  education,  etc.); 

2.  The  areas  that  were  shown  to  have  the  most  apparent  social-physical  decay  (i.e. ,  slum 
and  blighted  areas)  are  the  same  areas  incurring  the   highest  percentages  of  poverty 
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and  low-income  families,  households,  and  persons; 

3.     While  planning  on  solving  the  housing  problems  of  Gainesville,  comprehensive  methods 
must  be  simultaneously  planned  for  the  reduction  of  the  urban  poverty  which  exists. 
These  could  include,  but  should  not  necessarily  be  limited  to,  the  following: 

a.  Investigation  of  new  educational  methods  which  are  specifically  designed  to  attack 
the  unique  problems  of  the  low-income  persons,  juvenile  delinquency,  the  school 
drop-outs,  etc. ;    • 

b.  Investigation  of  new  methods  that  could  provide  for  the  reduction  of  unemployment 
and  underemployment  which  exists  by  training/retraining  the  young,  adults,  crea- 
tion of  new  jobs  ,  etc. ; 

c.  Investigation  of  the  possibilities  of  extending  more  quality  social  services  into  the 
neighborhoods  (such  as  bookmobiles  ,  swim-mobiles ,  cultural  events  ,  health  services  , 
etc.)  which  could  promote  an  interest  in  the  neighborhood  and  self-help  which  should 
be  encouraged  as  often  as  possible; 

d.  Investigation  of  those  neighborhoods  that  could  qualify  for  at  least  some  renewal 
treatment  with  regard  to  the  residents'  feelings,  attitudes,  values  (especially  in 
relation  to  types  of  homes  —  single  family ,  multiple  family ,  mobile  homes  —  and 
possible  locations  of  any  future  public  housing  sites)  and  unique  characteristics 
so  as  to  carefully  distinguish  those  stable,  family-based  blocks  and  neighborhoods 
from  the  unstable  ones; 

e.  Carefully  investigate  those  programs  that  concentrate  on  people    (especially  pro- 
grams which  relate  to  marital  and  family  stability  as  brought  out  in  the  study)  ,  on 
families  and  households,  and  on  the  socio-economic  forces  which  promote  their  dep- 
rivation; and 

f.  Investigation  of  the  effectiveness  of  the  "filtering  method"  as  a  principal  means  by 
which  the  housing  the  lower  income  households  occupy  is  upgraded.    As  the  middle 
income  households  move  into  newer,  smaller  houses  or  older,  larger  houses  vacated 
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by  even  wealthier  households ,  these  middle  income  households  can  pass  on  their 
houses  to  the  lower   income  households; 

g.     Efforts  should  be  made  to  appoint  some  local  agency  to  be  responsible  for  up-to- 
date  housing  vacancies  ,  rates  ,  locations ,  and  availability; 

h.     Comprehensive  analysis  of  criminal  behavior;  investigation  as  to  reasons  why, 
locations,  and  criminal  characteristics;  impact  on  residents'  physical  and/or 
psychological  security? 

i.      Investigation  of  criteria  for  setting  up  new  districts  for  planning  purposes; 

j .      In  conclusion ,  all  those  areas  outlined  at  the  end  of  each  chapter  regarding 

possible  future  areas  of  investigations  should  be  considered.  It  should  be  clear 
that  the  success  of  this  and  all  the  above  is  largely  contingent  upon  the  coordi- 
nation between  and  among  agencies .    Dealing  with  the  housing  problem  alone  and 
ignoring  the  other  urban  poverty  problems  will  only  result  in  further  remedial  ac- 
tion.   A  disease  such  as  poverty  cannot  be  cured  by  attacking  the  symptoms  (blight) . 

4.     Should  public  housing  be  chosen  as  an  available  alternative  for  improving  the  quality  of 
life  for  existing  slum  dwellers ,  efforts  should  be  taken  to: 

a.  Build  on  existing  vacant  land  that  is  close  to  an  existing  or  potential  mass  transit  sys- 
tem.   Should  the  population  living  in  the  worst  areas  move  into  the  new,  low-cost 
buildings  first,  the  City  could  probably  acquire  their  vacated  properties  at  reduced 
costs  and  with  a  minimal  amount  of  chaos.    Careful  consideration  must  be  given  to  the 
actual  sites  of  low-cost  housing  so  as  to  provide  for  the  least  amount  of  social,  eco- 
nomic, and  psychological  conflict  of  the  families  and  households  with  which  we  are 
concerned;    and 

b.  Consider  the  concepts  of  "defensible  space"  and  "sense  of  territory"  prior  to  the  actual 
design  and  location  of  any  public  housing  sites . 
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5.     Careful  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  possibilities  of  non- residential    renewal. 
As  more  professional  services  are  encouraged  to  locate  downtown,  for  example,  perhaps 
powerful  incentives  may  be  provided  for  professional   families  to  relocate  in  or  around 
the  downtown  area  (NE  Gainesville/Boulevard  area,  for  example)  .    With  the  luring  of 
more  professionals  to  the  downtown  area  comes  an  increased  pressure  for  attracting  even 
more  new  offices,  restaurants,  theaters,  night  clubs,  and  shopping  facilities.    These  new 
developments  in  turn  would  provide  for  more  employment  opportunities  for  the  lower  in- 
come groups  which  live  near  the  central  area  while  encouraging  a  better  mass  transit  sys- 
tem. 
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In  a  research  project  conducted  by  the  Gallup  Organization  in  1959,   1964,  and 
1971  in  which  some  of  the  American  people  were  asked  what  their  chief  personal 
hopes  and  fears  might  be,  the  following  results  occurred: 

Table  A-l 

PERSONAL  HOPES  AND  FEARS  IN  PERCENTAGES* 


PERSONAL  HOPES 


PERSONAL  FEARS 


1959 


1964 


1971 


1959 


1964 


1971 


Good  health  for  self  40 

Better  standard  of  living  38 

Peace  in  the  world  9 

Achievement  of  Aspirations 

for  children  29 

Happy  family  life  18 

Good  health  for  family  16 

Own  house  or  live  in 

better  one  24 

Peace  of  mind;    emotional 


29 

29 

111  health  for  self 

40 

27 

Lower  standard  of  1 

17 

19 

War 

35 

17 

111  health  for  family 

18 

14 

Unemployment 

25 

13 

Inflation 

40 

25 

28 

23 

19 

18 

21 

29 

17 

25 

27 

16 

10 

14 

13 

1 

3 

11 

12 


11 


Unhappy  children 


12 


10 


maturity 

5 

9 

8* 

Drug  problem  in  family 

— 

~— 

7 

Having  leisure  time 

11 

5 

6 

Pollution 

— 

— 

7 

Happy  old  age 

10 

8 

6 

Political  instability 

1 

2 

5 

Good  job;    congenial  work 

7 

9 

6 

No  fears  at  all 

12 

10 

5 

Employment 

5 

8 

6 

Crime 

— 

~ 

5 

Freedom  from  inflation 

1 

2 

6 

Other  general  concerns  for 

family  7  4  5 

*A  shift  of  4  percentage  points  among  the  three  studies    (1959,   1964,   1971)   is  considered  statistically  significant. 
Taken  from  Hopes  and  Fears  of  the  American  People  by  A.  H.   Cantril  and  C.  W.  Roll.  Jr.    (New  York:     Universe 
Books,   1971) .   p.    19. 
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SCATTERGRAM    OF  (OflWN)     VAR319  X     SUB-STANOARD    HOUSING    UNITS 


(ACROSS)    VAR320  CRIME    OF    VIOLENCE 


33. C9        ♦ 


26.47 


23.17 


19.1*6 


16.55 


13.24 


9.93 


6.62 


3.31 


CO 


0.46 


1  .38 


2.29 


3.21 


4.13 


5.05 


5.96 


6.66  7.80 

—  »  .  ..i«t  ■  .  — ■« 


8.72 
.-♦——♦, 


* 


33.09 


29.76 


26.47 


23.17 


19.66 


16.55 


13.24 


9.93 


6.62 


3.31 


O.C 


Oil 


C.92 


■■ |....|....>» ■■■!■■ ..»■■..»....> i ■■■> ■ .■«!. . ■ 

1.83  2.75  3.67  4.59  S.50 


6.42  7.34 


8.26  9.17 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    C2/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION     (R)- 

STO    FWR    OF    FST    • 
PlDTTTP    VALUES    • 


0. 80993 
4.82626 
40 


R    SOUARF.O 
INTCRC6PT     (A) 
CKCLUOEO    VALUES- 


0.65598 
1.96921 


123 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
2.S3I20 

0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOB  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/C1/72 

FILF     6CCC1II3  ICREATION  DATE  =  07/16/731 

SUBriLE    C2  C3 

SCATTEBf.RAM    OP  IDOwN)     VAR319  X    SUB-STANDARD    MOUSING    UNITS 


08/22/73 


(ACROSS)     VAR120  PER    CENT     MUSE AND-W IFE    FAMILIES 


33. C9 


55.67*             59.86*             6*. 055             68.2*5             72.436             76.626             80.817             85.007             89.198             93.389 
.  —  ♦ ♦ «. «. «. «. * «. — ..4 ♦-- -- ♦ ».-_.« «.„ — 4 ♦  _. — * «. — __«. f.# 

•  ♦ 


33.09 


29.78 


29.78 


26. «7 


26.  *7 


23.17 


23.  17 


19.86 


19.86 


16.55 


16.55 


13.2* 


13.2* 


-9.93 


9.93 


6.62 


6.62 


3.31 


*  • 

*  • 


3.31 


e.o       ♦ 

53.578  57.769 


•  * 

•  •  * 

•  * 

•  •  *       •  *       •••    ••    *2  • 

61.959  66.150  70.3*1  7*. 531  78.722  82.912  87.103  91.293  95.48* 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE     FCR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

COOPFl  ATICN  IR>- 
STD  ruo  a*  FST  - 
PLOTTFO    VALUES    - 


-0.650  77 
6.2*77* 

*0 


R  SOUARCD 
INTERCEPT  (At 
EXCLUOEO  VALUFS- 


124 


0.42350 
•7.63**1 
0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     10) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
-0.50193 
0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    C2/01/72 

FILE  GCCCU13     (CREATION    OATE    =    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C?  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR319  X    SUB-STANDARD    HOUSING    UNITS 


08/22/73 


(ACROSS)    VAR328  X    FAMILIES    W    LT     18    MEMBER    NOT    HU 


33. C9 


6.84  11.35  15.86  20.37  24.88  29.39  33.90 


38.41 


42.92 


--»--_-».-.-+-- — »._-__♦____  ♦-— -+..-- 


47.43 

♦-— ♦. 

♦ 


33.09 


29.78 


29.78 


26.47 


26.47 


23.17 


23.17 


19.86 


19.86 


16.  55 


16.55 


13.24 


13.24 


9.93 


9.93 


6.62 


6.62 


3.31        ♦  ♦  • 

•  •  * 

O.C          ♦•♦•          •••            2    •                                  *               •            *  *  ♦ 

.  t ♦ * . ♦-- — +--.-»----+ _+ — .-«.„-_-«..—». *.....*.-.._«.- ___«._„_♦____♦__„.»_ —>____♦. 

4.58  9.09  13.60  18.11  22.62  27.13  31.64  36.16  40.67  4S.18  49.69 


3.31 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  • 
PLOTTfD    VALUES    • 


0.64479 
6.28956 
40 


R     SQUARED  ■  - 

INTERCEPT    (A)       - 
CXCLUOEO    VALUES- 


0.41575 
-  1.77561 

125     ° 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (8) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
0.40062 
0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE-    FOX    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 

FILE  GCC0U13     (CREATION    OATE    =    07/16/731 

SU9FILF  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF     (OCWNI  VAR3I9     X    SU8-STANOARO  HOUSING  UNITS 


08/22/73 


(ACROSSI  VAR1S8    AVE.  ATM  GRO.  -TEST  SCORE 


33.  P9 


25. IC 


29.30 


33.50 


37.70  41.90  Aft.  10  50.30  94.50  58.70  62.90 


.  ♦- ♦-- ♦----♦----«■----♦----♦----♦--—♦----♦--  —  ♦--__♦-_-_♦__-_♦-_  _„4 


33.09 


29.78 


29.78 


26.47 


26.47 


23.17 


23.17 


19.86 


19.86 


16.55 


16.55 


13.24 


•  • 


13.24 


9.93 


9.93 


6.6? 


6.62 


3.31 


3.31 


,  ♦ «..-.-«. 4- ♦ ♦  —  -_♦-- ♦  -- ♦- ♦__-_♦- 


?3.0? 


27. 2C  31.40 


♦  - 
35.  b3 


*  * 

2*  •  •  *       a  *  •< 

.«.--— ♦-— ->-—-♦----»— —♦--—♦—-♦----♦--—»----4-— -«.. 

39.80  44.00  48.20  52.40  56.60  60.80  65.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  <P>- 
STO  EOP  OF  EST  - 

pi  ni  rro    vai  lics 


-0. 73487 
5.82970 
35 


R     SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A) 
CKCLUOCO    VALUES- 


126 


O.S40O3 
29.295C1 

0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     <8> 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
•0.56363 

5 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOP     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/CI/72 

FILE  GCCIII3     (CREATION    DATE     =    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTFPGRAM    DF  (DOWN)     VAR319  X    SUB-STANDARD    HOUSING    UNITS 


08/22/73 


(ACROSS)     VARIOO  AVE.     6TH    GRD .    TEST    SCORE 


33.0O 


40.65                45.95                51. 2S                56.55                61.65                67.15               72.45                77.75                83.05                88.35 
._-♦ ♦ «. » » «. » # . . . 1 , # # # % 4 # ^^ 

*  ♦ 


33.09 


29.78 


29.78 


26.47 


26.47 


23.17 


23.17 


19.86 


19.86 


16.55 


1«.55 


13.24 


13.24 


o.93 


9.93 


6.62 


6.62 


3.31 


3.31 


c.o       ♦     •  •  2     •  ♦♦♦ 

31. CO       43.30       48.60       S3. 90       59.20       64.50       69. 8C       75.10 


#    *♦ 
60.40  85.70  91.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    C2/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

COROFLATION  (P)- 
STD  FPR  OF  EST  — 
PLC1TTFO    VALUFS     • 


-0.53036 
7.16483 
3ft 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
EXCLUOEO  VALUES- 


127 


0.28128 
23.59388 

0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (8) 

MISSINC 


0.00044 
•0.29506 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE     F0»     THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/7. 

FILE  SCCCIIII     ICREATION    DATE     *    07/16/73* 

SUBFILE  C?  C? 

SCATTFRGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR319  X    SUB-STANOARO    HOUSING    UNITS 


08/21/73 


(ACROSS)     VAR202  AVE.     STH    GRD.    TEST    SCORE 


49.7" 
♦ 4._._4-___4...  _+._. 


33. C9 


S7.10  64. SO  71.90  79.30  86.70  9*. 10  101. SO  106.90  116.30 

--4-- --4-— .4-. — 4. «.-—  4.-.— ♦---  -4.----  «.__— 4 4— —  4. —  —  4--. -4--.- 4, 


33.09 


29.78 


29.78 


26.47 


26.47 


23.17 


23.17 


19.86 


19.86 


16.55 


16.55 


13.24 


13.24 


9.93 


9.93 


6.6? 


6.62 


3.31 


0.0 


.4- ♦_- 4-  — 

46. CC  53. AC 


•  4 

•  * 

•         4*  4 

._.4-„-4-.--4----4-- 4 --♦ --4—  — 

60.80  68.20  75.60  83.00 


*        *  4        *  4 

.._4.--.4-.  — 4--  — 4---.  4---- 4--  — 4-.  — 4— --4. 
90.40  97.80  10S.20  112.60  120.00 


3.31 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORPFLATION  IP)- 
STO  FRR  OF  FSf  • 
PLOTTFD    VALUES 


-0.69056 
6.17709 
35 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
EXCLUOFO  VALUES- 


0.47688 
30.58286 


128 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
•0.31900 

5 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/C1/72 


08/22/73 


FILE     COCO  11 13  (CREATION  OATE  =  07/16/73) 

SUBFILE     C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR319  X    SUB-STANOARD    HOUSING    UNITS 


39. A0 


33.  f  9 


29.78 


26. *7 


23.17 


19.86 


13.2* 


9.93 


6.62 


3.31 


AA.20  A9.00 


53.80 


58.60 


(ACROSS)     VAR224  AVE.     TEST     SCORE    FOR     SCHOOL 

63.40  68. 2C  73.00 


77.80  82.60 


C.C  ♦  •  •    2 

37. CO  41.80  46.60  51.40  56.20 


*  * 

•  «  2 

>     ..#■■■> »  .      lit  t    i    i  ■  t  ■»■  ■ 

61.00  65.80  70. 6C  75.40 


*    •         2« 

80.20  85.00 


33.09 


29.78 


26.47 


23.  17 


19.86 


16.55 


13.24 


9.93 


6.62 


3.31 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  C2/C1/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORCFLATION  |R>- 
STO  FOR  OF  EST  - 
PI  OTTTO    V*l  tICS 


-  C  .  60  1  0 1 

6.69942 

38 


R     SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     <A» 
EXCLUOCO    VALUFS- 


0.36122 
26.42061 


129 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     <B> 
"ISSING     VA'.KFS 


0.00003 
•0*35096 

2 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGf     FOR     THE    SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 

FILE  CQCCM13    (CREATION    OATE    *    07/I6/73J 

SunFILF  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN!     VAR319  X    SUB-STANDARD    MOUSING    UNITS 


08/22/73 


(ACROSS)    VAR3IB         AVE.12TH    GRD. SCORE 


22.  ZC 


CH.ftO  115.00 

.--4.--. .«...-.»-.. 


161.40  207. 80  234.20  300.60  347.00 


33. C9 


393.40  439.60 

— — +---.«.---«.._„_  +  , 


33.09 


29.78 


29.78 


26.47 


26.47 


23.17 


23.  17 


19.86 


19.86 


16.55 


16.55 


13.24       ♦• 


13.24 


9.93 


9.93 


6.62 


6.62 


3.31 


3.31 


O.C  *3  ••••#•«♦»« 

.«..---+ — _-»_-__«._--.  «.-.-«.. ---4. .-..»---  .4...  .«....».  —  ».-.-+-..-»..-.._+_-_—»...-«.._..»„.._.»__.._«„___  ^. 
-I.4C  45.40  91.80  138.20  184.60  231.00  277.40  323.80  370.20  416.60  463.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FCP  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


OB/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (P)- 
STO  ERP  OF  EST  - 

PLOTTED  VALUES  - 

■ 


-0.14164 
8. 14556 
40 


R  SOUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
EXCLUOEO  VALUES- 


0.02006 
8.26259 


130 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (6) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.19165 
-0.00793 
0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     C2/0I/72 


08/24/73 


FILE    SPSSFILE  (CREATION  DATE  =  07/06/73) 

SUBFILE    C2  C3 

SCATTERGRA&  OF     (DOWN)  VARJ19     X  SUH-STANOARD  MOUSING  UNITS 


-0.34 


.20 


6.7! 


10.29 


13.  64 


(ACROSSI     AOCHT1  RATE    OF    AID    TO    DEPENDENT    CHILDRE 

17.38  20.93  24.47  28.02  31.56 


33.09       ♦ 


29.78 


26.47 


•  23.17 


19.86 


16. SS 


13.24 


9.93 


6.62 


3.31       ♦  *  • 

•    * 

•     4      • 

•         * 

0.0  ♦••    2    *2       2*    2  4 

.  ♦__ —  + ♦__ ♦- — -♦ -♦■---4----f -■♦-■--*— -->"—*  -■-■>»  mi  »■   i.  ■  ■  t  ■  ■!■■  |i  ■■  .ii  ■■■  ■ 

•2.11  1.43  4.98  8.52  12.06  15.61  19.15  22.70  26.24 


33.09 


29.78 


26.47 


23.17 


19.86 


16.55 


13.24 


9.93 


6.62 


3.31 


0.0 


29.79  33.33 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  Tf-E  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  C2/C1/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  IR>- 
STD  ERR  OF  EST  - 

PLOTTfn     VALUFS     - 


0.579e9 
6.70376 

40 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
CxCLLOEO  VALUES- 


131 


0.33627 

3.39303 
0         


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (B) 

MISSING  V/.'.UES 


0.00004 
0.51214 
O 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOP    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 

FILE  SPSSFILE     ICREATION    OATE     *     C7/06/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DO»N>     VAR319  X    SUB-STANOARO    MOUSING    UNITS 


08/24/73 


(ACROSS)  AFOCRT    AIO  FAM«S  M  DEPENDENT  CHILDREN 


33.09 


•0.96 


1  .34 


3.65 


S.95 


,  ♦--_-♦ ♦- ♦ «4. ♦ __«.____._ .«.«_, 


8.26  10.56  12.87  15.17  17.48  19.78 


33.09 


29.78 


29.78 


26.47 


26.47 


23.17 


23.  17 


19.86 


19. e6 


16.55 


16.95 


13.24 


13.24 


9.93 


9.93 


6.62 


6.62 


3.31 


3.31 


0.0  ♦*    •       2    •    3    • 

.♦ — ..  ♦ ♦- 

-2.1 1  C  .  19 


2.'5C  4.80 


|..i.).i..t....|.     i      | ■      i     »«—. 
7.11  9.41  11.72  14.02 


16.33 


18.63  20.94 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE     FOR     THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     02/C1/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R>- 
STD  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTEO     V»LUES 


0.84140 
4.44675 

40 


R  SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
FXCLLOED  VALUES- 


0.70796 
1.40084 

132    o 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  <B> 
MISSING  VALUES 


0.00001 
1.1 5016 

0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 

FILE  SPSSFILE     (CREATION    OATE    »    07/06/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF     (DOWN)  VAR319     X  SU8-STAN0AR0  HOUSING  UNITS 


0.31 


S.16       10.00 


.  ♦--  —  ♦--  —  ♦----♦----♦----»----♦----♦-—-♦  —  _♦____♦_„_♦____♦__ 


33.09   ♦ 


i4.es 

* 


19.70 


06/24/73 

(ACROSS)  ATDBRT    RATE  OF  AID  TO  DISABLED 
24. 55       29.39       34.24       39.09 


43.94 


33.09 


29.78 


29.78 


26.47 


26.47 


23.17 


23.  17 


19.86 


19.86 


16.55 


16.  «5 


13.24 


13.24 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FCR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (B>- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTCO  VALUES  - 


0.61538 
6.48596 
40 


R  SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT  (A)   - 


0.37870 
3.62857 


133 


ExCLUOEO    VALUES- ■*.***«       Q 




SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (B) 

m  r ssing  vai uc 


0.00001 
0.41603 


9.53 


6.62 


6.62 


3.31 


3.31 


3 
•       * 
0.0  ♦»*2«.6« 


,  ♦____♦____.____♦_--_♦---- 


-2.11 


2.73 


|....|... .>.■■■!.■  ..  I     ■■■!■.■  in  I  ....)....t>i..(...iti...»....|....|....»....4, 

7.58  12.43  17.28  22.12  26.97  31.82  36.67  41.51  46.36 


0.0 


STATISTICAL     PACKAC.C    FOR     THF     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VFRSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


Fttf  MfCIIIJ     ICOCATION     DATE     =07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  O 

SCATTERGPAM  OF     (DOWN)  VARI2B    HOUSING  VAL.-RENT- I NDEX 


(ACROSS)  VAR321     PROPERTY  CRIME 


1.07                  3.21 
,  «•- . ♦ ♦ 


5.35 


7.49  9.63  11.77  13.91  16.06  18.20  20.3* 


2* 


I  .967 


1.636 


1.31-A 


0.972 


0.64C 


0.3C9 


•0.023 


•T.355 


-0.607 


-1.CI8 


•1.35C       ♦*  ♦ 

.  t....>....»^..^..^»..l.|....|....|.i..)....ti    ii       «i    ml   ■■■■|i  i       i|i    i        i  |  ii  t...ii|..      .|i    ■■■!■■■    i|  l, 

0.0  2.14  4.28  6.42  8.SA  10.70  12.84  14.98  17.13  19.27  21.41 


•  4 


1.967 


1.636 


1.304 


0.972 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.023 


•0.355 


-0.687 


-1.018 


-1.350 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

C0HRFLATICN  |P)- 
STO  FRR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTFO    VALUES    - 


-0.46776 
0.77210 
40 


R     SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A) 
EXCLUOEO    VALUES- 


0.21880 
0.65127 

134  o 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (3) 
MISSING  VALUFS 


0.00117 

-0.07776 

0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  VERSION  OF  02/01  fit 

FILE     SCCC1I13  <CPEAT!ON  OATE  =  07/16/731 

SUBFILE    C?  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR 1 28  HOUSING    VAL .-RENT-I NDEX 


1.90 


5.69 


9.  *8 


13.27 


17.06 


08/22/73 

(ACROSS*     VAR322  SOCIAL    DISORGANIZATION 

20.85  24.64  28.43  32.22  36.02 


.  «--■'«— *■-  —  «■— —  — f— -■     ■       -f-  |  f- | |      -■■      |,  r«.r..| 


.~4....»....)....t....t....t| 


1.967       ♦  • 


1.967 


1  .636 


1.636 


1.304 


1.304 


0.97  2 


2        4  * 


0.972 


C  .640 


0.640 


0.3C9 


0.3  09 


•'".f  23 


-0.023 


-0.355 


-0.355 


-0.687 


-0.687 


-I. CIS 


-1  .018 


•1.35C       ♦  • 

.♦ *- |....t.lll|        II  |     I    ■■    It   ■■■■!■■■■»■■■    ■■■■■■•»    ■'■■!>■   ■■■*■■■'■>"■■■>    »■«■>"■■■  t    IH    ■■>'      ■    II    I     I    I       I  ■      I   I  ■   ♦. 

O.C  3.79  7.58  11.37  15.16  18.96  22.75  26.54  3C.33  34.12  37.91 


-1.350 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION     |R»- 
STO    fRR    OF    EST  '- 

fi  ott  rn    v<m  iji-  ■ 


-0.60764 
0.69379 
SO 


R     SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT     (Al 
EXCLUOED    VAIUES- 


0.36923 
0.65444 


135 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  <B> 
MISSING  VAIUFS 


0.00002 

-0.05311 

0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/C1/72 

FILE     GrcCll 13  (CREATION  OATF  *  07/16/731 

SUBFILE     C2  C3 

SCATTEPGPAM  OF     (ODWN)  VAP128     MOUSING  VAL .-RENT- INOEX 


.46 


1.36 


2.29 


3.21 


4.13 


08/22/73 

(ACROSS*    VAR320  CRIME    OF    VIOLENCE 

5.05  5.96  6.88  7.80 


3  * 


1  .967 


1  .636 


1.3C4 


0.972 


P.64C 


0.3C9 


-C.023 


•C.355 


-0.6*7 


-1.C18 


•1.350       ♦• 

CO  C.92  1.83  2.75  3.67 


8.72 


•  • 


1  .967 


1.636 


1.304 


0.972 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.023 


-0.335 


-0.687 


-1.018 


-1.350 


4.59  5.50 


6.42  7.34  8.26  9.17 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGF    FOP     THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R|- 
STO  FRP  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTFD    VALUFS    - 


-0.5B662 
0.7C746 
40 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (Al 
CXCLUDCO  VALUES- 


136 


0.34412 
0.58176 

0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (6) 
MISSING    VALUE! 


0.00003 
-0.19463 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72  08/22/73 

07/16/73) 

MOUSING    VAL. -RENT-INDEX  (ACROSS!    VAR120           PER    CENT     HUS8AN0-WIFE    FAMILIES 

55.674             59.664             64.055             68.245             72.436  76.626             80.817             85.007             89.198             93.389 


FILE  CC00MI3     (CREATION    DATE 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERC.RAM    OF  (OOWN»     VARI28 


J.  96  7 


«.-.-.+-.--  +  .-. 


•♦■ -♦•----♦.  —  —  ♦  —  --♦-- ♦----♦----♦-  —  ♦»  —  ♦  —  -♦  —  --♦——♦-.--♦-.-._  ♦-_._♦.____♦._.__», 


1.967 


I  .636 


1.636 


1.30  4 


1.304 


0.972 


0.9  72 


0.64C 


0.640 


0.309 


0.309 


•0.023 


-0.023 


-0.355 


-0.355 


■'.ft87 


* 


-0.687 


•1  .018 


-1.018 


-1.350        ♦                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     *  ♦ 

.♦ ♦ «._---♦-  —  >----♦—  —  ♦  —  --♦----♦----♦--«-♦--  —  ♦.--—♦-  —  -♦  —  -»♦--  —  ♦-- — »----+....+--.-+ _«.. 

53.578  57.769  61.959  66.150  70.341  74.531  78.722  82.912  87.103  91.293  95.484 


-1.350 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOP  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (Rl- 
STO  FRO  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTED    VALUFS    - 


0.65405 
0.66035 
4C 


R     SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (At 
EXCLUOEO    VALUES- 


0.42856 
-4.16450 

137  ° 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (B) 
MISSING  VALUES 


O.C0001 
0.0S360 
0 


STATISTICS  PACKAGE  TOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  C2/C1/T2 


08/22/73 


FILE     GC0C111J  (CREATION  DATE  a  07/16/73) 

SUBFILE     C2  C3 

SCATT*RGPAM    OF  (OOWNl     VAR128  HOUSING    VAL. -RENT-I NOEX 


(ACROSS!     VAR328  X    FAMILIES    H    LT*    18    MEMBER    NOT    HU 


6.84  11. 3S  15.86  20.37  24.88  29.39  33.90 


38.41 


♦     •*  * 


1.96  7 


1.636 


I.3C4 


C.972 


0.64C 


0.3C9 


-C.023 


-0.355 


•C.687 


-1.C18 


•1.35C       ♦  • 

.  t.^.t....»....t....t....tw..>....>.."«~»»f..").."t»"i(.»i'>i-  ...... 

4. SB  9.09  13.60  18.11  22.62  27.13  31*64  36.16 


42.92  47.43 

.--♦• -♦ ♦ ♦, 


•    *  * 


•  •* 


* 
*    * 


1.967 


1.636 


1.304 


0.972 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.023 


-0.355 


-0.687 


-1.018 


-1 .350 


40.67  45.18  49.69 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE     FOR     THE    SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/C1/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

COTPELATION  (R|- 
STO  FPP  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTED  VALUES  - 


-0.61564 
0.68839 
40 


R    SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A) 
EXCLUDED    VALUFS- 


138 


0.37901 
1.06819 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B) 


0.00001 
•0.04061 


FILE  GCr0tll3     ICREATION    OATE    »    C7/16/73) 

SUOFILF  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRA*  OF     < DOWN >  VAR128     HOUSING  V AL .-BENT- I NDEX 


«,.-„;; 


(ACROSS)    VARISS  AVE.     4TH    GRD .    TEST    SCORE 

25. 10  29.30  33. SO  37.70  41.90  46.10  50.30  54.50  58.70  62.90 


♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ <._--.«.-.-.»-_ — +-_-_+._. 


1.967 


—  >-■■■•—«-♦——»- -♦-  —  ♦——♦-  —  ♦, 


1.967 


1  .636 


1.3C4 


1.636 


1.304 


0.972 


0.972 


C.64P 


0.6*0 


C.309 


•  2  •     ♦ 

« 


0.309 


-0.023 


-0.023 


-0.355 


-0.355 


•0.687 


•    2  • 


-0.687 


-1.C18 


-1.018 


•1.35C       ♦  *♦ 

23.00  27.20  31.40  35.60  39.80  44.00  48.20  52.40  56.60  60.80  65.00 


■1.350 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE    FOR     THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRFLATION     (R)- 
STO    EPR    OF    CST 
PLOTTFO    VALUES 


0.65720 

«    SQUARED 

0.43192 

SIGNIFICANCE 

0.65109 

INTERCEPT    |AI 

-1.86341 

SLOPE    (0) 

35 

EKCLUOEO    VALUES- 

139 

0 

MISSING   VALUES 

0.00001 
0.C5066 

5 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGF    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.    VERSION    OF    02/01/72 

FILE  C.CTCU13     (CREATION    OATE    =     07/16/731 

SUBFILE  C?  C3 

SCATTEPGRAM    OF  (OOWN)     VAP128  HOUSING    VAL.-PENT- I NOEK 


40.65 


45.95 


51.25 


56.55 


61.83 


.♦----♦----♦----♦----♦----«.--__♦__  __♦-.___♦____.»____« 


1.96  7        ♦ 


08/22/73 

(ACROSSI    VAR180  AVE.    6TH    GRO.    T.EST    SCORE 

67,15                72.45                77.75               83.05                88.35 
— —  ♦ -♦- ♦  —  —  ♦ -♦-- — »-_••« -♦-- — ♦- ♦, 


1  .967 


1.636 


1.636 


1.304 


1.304 


C.972 


0.972 


C.64C 


0.640 


C.3C9 


•0.P23 


2  * 

*    .  * 


0.309 


-0.023 


-C.35? 


•0.35S 


•0.687 


-0.687 


•i.cie 


■1.018 


•I.35C       ♦ 
•  < 

38.00 


♦-_ — ♦ ♦_- — ♦ +--..+---.+---.».---*..-.+-. — «----»--.-*. — «_♦ ♦____._-__».___♦ — _„«. — __ 


43.30 


43.60 


53.90 


•  ♦ 
59.20 


64.50 


69.80  75.10 


80.40  85.70 


♦ 
91.00 


•1  .350 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE     FOR     THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  IR)- 
STO  FPP  0^  FST  - 
PLOTTFD    VALUES    - 


0.70261 

R     SQUARED 

0.49366 

fl.6"C68 

INTERCEPT     (A)        - 

-1.98946 

36 

EXCLUOEO    VALUES- 

140 

0 

SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
0.03894 

4 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOP  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OP  08/01/72 

PILE     COrotI13  (CRCATION  DATE  *  07/16/73) 

SUBFILE    C2  C3 

SCATTPRGOAM    OF"  <DO»N>     VAR126  HOUSING    VAL.-RENT-I NOEX 


08/22/73 


(ACROSS)     VAR202  AVE.     8TH    GRD.    TEST    SCORE 


49. 7C  S7.10  64.50  71.90  79.30  86.70  94.10  101.50  106.90  116.30 

|    »——♦—»—♦——♦»---    «    ■■«...»—»    .  ■!■■   I.  -»       l«.  .»..«.».     ■      ..«■■■..+■  .    .I.f,    .III    I.   .f,    .1      -»»-■«.»■    I.   Ill  I.  <».»  ■!>!.■    I.|...l   *,.»-»», 


1  .967 


1  .636 


1  .636 


1.304 


1.304 


C.97? 


•  •  * 


0.972 


0.64T 


0.640 


C.3C9 


0.309 


•        •*        *  • 


-0.C23 


-0.023 


-0.355 


*« 


-0.355 


-C.667 


|«  »  •     • 


-0.667 


-i.eie 


-l.oie 


•1.35C       ♦ 

.♦ — — ♦-— ♦ — - 

46.00  53.40 


60.80  68.20  75.60 


..«..-.«  ■  ■■■  it  ■!■■■■  | «■■      if....|....|.  ii      !■  ♦« 

83. CO  90.40  97.80  105.20  112.60  120.00 


-1 .350 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE     FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


06/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  »R)- 
STO  FRR  OP  ESt  - 
PI  OTTPD     VAl   IJF5     - 


0.58555 
C. 69363 

IS 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A) 


0*34287 
-  1.86216 


141     . 

FXCLUOED  VALUES-  0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (8) 
MISSING  VALUES 


0.00011 
0.02710 

5 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE     Crrcill3  (CREATION  DATE  »  07/16/731 

SU6FILF     C2  C3 

SCATTERGPA-t  D*  (DOWN)  VAR126     MOUSING  V AL .-RENT- I NOEX 


(ACROSS)  VAR224    AVE.  TEST  SCORE  FOR  SCHOOL 


39.40  44.20 


49.00  53.80  SB. 60  63.40  68.20  73.00  77.80  82.60 


1.967        ♦ 


1  .636 


1.3C4 


0.972 


C.640 


0.309 


•C.C23 


•C.35S 


•0.6«7 


2  • 


2  • 


•I  .CIS 


•1.35C       ♦ 

.». ♦ ♦ 

37. CO  41.80 


1.967 


1.636 


1.304 


0.972 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.023 


-0.355 


-0.687 


-1.018 


-1.350 


46.60  51.40  56.20 


61. CO  65.80  70.60  75.40  80.20  85.00 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRFLATION  (R|- 
STD  ERR  OP  FST  - 

PlDTTrn  viLin  ',  - 


T. 57957 
0.72425 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  IA)   - 
CXCLUnFO  VALUES- 


0.33590 
-1.82277 

142  c 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B> 
MISSING    VALUES 


O.C0007 
0.03588 

2 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  f-0»  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


C8/22/73 


FILE  CCM^     ICEATION    OATE    =     07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATT5PGPAM  OF     (On»N)  VAPI28     MOUSING  VAL . -RENT- I NDEX 


22.2 


{ACROSS)     VAR31S  AVE.12TH    GRO  . SCORE 

68.60  115. CO  161.40  207.80  254.20  300.60  3*7.00  393.40  439.80 


•4- ♦, 


*  •  * 


1.636 


I.3C4 


.972 


0.64' 


0.3C9 


-C.C23 


•C.35S 


-C.687 


-1.018       ♦ 


•I.35C       ♦•  ♦ 

.  »»     .    ,%  i.  |..  .  .  |.  .  .  .  |  ■  ■  ■■  %  ■  ■   .  ■  |  n  ■  ■  .|  ■■■■!  ...  ii  ■«  i  .ii  ti  ■  ■■  %  m  ■■  i|m  it  ■  ■  ■■!■■  ■  ■>■■  .i   ■  %  ii  ■  ■  in  |  i  ■_     i»      ■■■4.I..  .|, 

-1.C0  45.40  91.80  138.20  184.60  231.00  277.40  323.80  370.20  416.60  463.00 


•  *  •        2 


•  * 


1.967 


1  .636 


1.3C4 


0.9  72 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.023 


-0.355 


-0.667 


•1.018 


-1 .350 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE     FOR    THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  <P>- 
STO  ERP  OF  EST  - 
PLnTTED  VALUFS 


0.31404 
0.82936 

40 


R  SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
EXCLUDED  VALUES- 

m 


0.09862 
•0.20758 


143 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (B) 
MISSING  VALUES 


0.02423 
0.00187 
0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/24/73 


FILE     SPSSFILE  (CREATION  CATE  *  07/06/73) 

SUBFILE     C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF     (DOWN)  VARI28     HOUSING  V AL .-RENT- I NOEX 


-C.34 


3.20 


6.75  10.29 


13.84 


(ACROSS)    AOCRT1  RATE    OF    AID    TO    DEPENDENT    CHILORE 

17.38  20.93  24.47  28.02  21.56 


•    ••       • 


1.967 


1  .636 


1.30  4 


0.97  2 


0.64  0 


0.309 


•0.023 


•0.35S 


•0.687 


-1.018 


•1.350       ♦  •  ♦ 

-2.11  1.43  4.98  8.52  12.06  15.61  19.15  22.70  26.24  29.79  33.33 


24* 


1.907 


1.636 


1.3C4 


0.972 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.023 


-0.3S5 


-0.687 


-l.oia 


-1.390 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FCR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STD  ERR  OF  EST  - 

3i  mien  VAL  ucs 


-0.65364 

0.66111 

40 


P.  SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT  (A)   * 
EXCLLCEO  VALUES- 


0*42724 
0.59813 
44  0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 

-0.06128 

0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOB  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


00/24/73 


FILE     S«»SSFILE  (CREATION  DATE  =  07/06/73) 

SUBFILE    C2  C3 

SCATTERGOAM  OF     (DOWNl  VAR126     HOUSING  V AL .-RENT-l NDEX 


(ACROSSI  AFOCRT     AIO  FAN'S  W  DEPENDENT  CHILDREN 


-0.96 


1  .3* 


3.65 


5.95                   6.26                10.56                12.87                 15.17                17.48                19.76 
•-♦ -♦ ♦----♦----♦  — --«  — -+  — — +-_ —  «.____«._ — _«_ — -4. 4 — ♦, 


•     •    »     • 


1.967 


1.636 


1.304 


0.972 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.023 


-0.355 


-0.667 


-1  .018 


•1.350       ♦  * 

-2.11  0.19  2.50  4.80  7.11  9.41  11.72  14.02  16.33 


*  * 


* 
*  « 


*  * 


1.967 


1.636 


1.304 


0.972 


0.640 


C.309 


•0.023 


-0.355 


•0.6C7 


-1.018 


-1.350 


....  I...  ■  i.|.      ■■♦  . 
18.63  20.94 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.    VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  CR>- 
STO  ERR  OF.  FST  - 
PLOTTED  VALUES  - 


-0.72682 
0.59A13 
40 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A)   - 
EXCLLDFD  VALUES- 


145 


0.531 10 
0.69980 
0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (R) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
•0.10577 
0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/24/73 


FILE    SPSSFILE  (CREATION  OATE  *  07/C6/73I 

SUBFILE    C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF    (DOWN)  VAR128    HOUSING  VAL .-RENT-I NOEX 


0.31 


5.16  10.00  14.65  1-5.70 


(ACROSS)    ATOORT  RATE    OF    AID    TO    OISABLEO 

2*. 55  29.39  34.24  39.09  43.94 


1.30  4 


0.972 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.355 


-0.687 


-1  .018 


•        •        • 


1.636 


1.304 


0.972 


0.640 


0.309 


-0.023 


■0.J53 


•1.016 


•1.350       ♦  *  ♦  -1.330 

-2.11  2.73  7.58  12.43  17.28  22.12  26.97  31.82  36.67  41. SI  46.36 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R>- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 

PLOTTFD  VALUES  - 


-0.58814 
0.70650 
40 


R  SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT  (A) 

EXCLUDED  VALUES- 


146 


0.34591 

0.52067 
0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B> 

MISSING    VALUES 


0.00003 
-0.04221 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    K3»    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    C2/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  CCrc 11 13     <C«FATTON    OATE    «     07/16/73) 

SUBFILC  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF    <00¥N)  VAR 1 1 1     PER  CENT  OCCUPIED  UNITS  NEGRO  OC   (ACROSS)  VAR321    PROPERTY  CRIME 


1.C7 
,  » » ♦ 


3.21 
♦  --- 


5.35 
.-♦ — --♦- 


7.49 


9.63  11.77  13.91  16.06 


96.21S       ♦ 


16.20 


20.34 
♦ ♦, 


96.215 


86.594 


86.594 


76.972 


76.972 


67.351 


67.351 


57.729 


57.729 


4P.1C8 


48.108 


3P.4B* 


38.486 


28.865 


28.865 


19.24  3 


19.243 


9.622       ♦ 


9.622 


*  • 

CO  »3  33*       2*2       •         42«  • 

.  ♦-- — ♦__■-♦ — --»_.--+-_--.».... 

0.'  2.14  4.28 


6.42 


•  *  * 

* 
■>....)i...|....|     ■  ■»>»»...«».»». 

8.56  10*70  12.84 


14.98  17.13 


iin..|..»«t....>....l..    .»« 
19.27  21.41 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  <R)- 
STD  ERR  OP  EST  - 
Pl.OTTFO    VALUFS    - 


n. 61987 
26.12270 

40 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
EXCLUDED  VALUCS- 


147 


0.38424 
•1.51297 

0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     10), 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
3.92699 
0 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE     TOR     THE     SOCIAL     SCICNCCS.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


file       Green  t3   (creation  date  ■   07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR 1 1 1  PER    CENT     OCCUPIEO    UNITS    NEGRO    OC        (ACROSS)     VAR322  SOCIAL    DISORGANIZATION 


1.90 


5.69 


,  ♦-___♦_-  —  »--.-«__ -.«.--_» ____*. ___»____ 


9.48  13.27 

♦----♦- 


17.06  20.85  2*. 6* 


28.43 


96.215 


32.22  36.02 

.-_+.  —  + — __  +  -___*., 


96.21S 


66.594 


86.594 


76.972 


76.9  72 


67.351 


67.351 


57.729 


57.729 


48.1C8 


48.108 


38.4B6 


38.486 


2A.86S 


28.065 


19.243 


19.243 


9.622 


9.622 


#2  *  •  * 

0.0  ♦6*23«4»*       2  2    2  ♦ 

.  ♦-- — »--_-«.--.-+.- —  «... — «...  --«...  --♦-  ---+--  --♦-  -  —  «——-♦-—-♦-—-♦• ....»_— .+—.-«—  .-«.-_.  _+-. _-+__._  +  . 

C.C  3.79  7.58  11.37  15.16  18.96  22.75  26.54  30.33  34.12  37.91 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE     FOR     THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     C2/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRFLATION  (R)- 
STO  FPR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTEO    VALUFS    - 


0.67609 
24,52877 

40 


R     SQUARED  -  0.45709 

INTERCEPT     (A)        -  1.63472 

EXCLUOEO    VALUES-  148    C 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
2.25173 
0 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE    FOR     THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/C1/72 


08/22/73 


FILE     GCCC11I3  CCRFATION  DATE  *  07/16/73) 

SU6FILE     C?  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR11I  PER    CENT    OCCUPIED    UNITS    NEGRC    OC       (ACROSS)    VAR320  CRIME    OF    VIOLENCE 


96.21 5 


0.46 
,  ♦----♦ 


1.38  2.29  3.21 


4.13 


5. OS 


5.96 


6.88 


--  —  ♦ ♦ «.__-_,. «. »_-«.-.♦..  —  -.♦«___«.__. 


t-_. -»----«.---- +----« -_-_*_.._ 


7.80 
♦  ----♦- 


8.72 

"—♦-——♦« 


96.215 


86.594 


86.594 


76.972 


76.972 


67.351 


67.351 


57.729 


57.729 


48.108 


48.108 


38.486 


38.486 


28.865 


28.865 


19.243 


19.2  43 


9.622 


9.622 


0.0 


13 
►  9 
.  ♦  — 

C.C 


*      4 
•      •     •      » 

C  .92 


•  •* 

1  .83 


—  ♦ ♦- 

2.75 


-.-_»---.+__—»-.--+-.-.«. 


3.67 


4.59 


♦  - 

5.  SO 


—  ♦--  —  ♦- 
6.42 


7.34 


._♦____♦_„_♦. 
8.26  9.17 


0.0 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE    FOR     THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R>- 
STO  FRR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTFO    VALUES    - 


0.87452 
16.14533 


R     SQUARED  -  0.76478 

INTERCEPT     (A)        -  -0.12138 

EXCLUOED    VALUES-  149       C 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B) 
HISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
11.05710 
0 


— ^ —-,,  r„S  f.socsc^s. 


VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


tile        r.errni3    (creation  date  »   07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTEHGRAM    OF  (OOWN)     VAR I  1 1  PER    CENT     OCCUPIED    UNITS    NEGRC    OC        (ACROSS)     VAR120  PER    CENT     HUSBAND-WIFE    FAMILIES 


96.215 


55.674  59.864  64. 055  68.245  72.436  76.626  80.817  85.007  89.198  93.389 

*  ♦ 


96.215 


66.594 


86.594 


76.972 


76.972 


67.351 


67.351 


57.729 


-57.729 


48.108 


48.108 


38.486 


38.486 


2  6.86  5 


28.865 


19.243 


19.2  43 


9.622 


9.622 


•  •••       •    • 

C.C  ♦  •  •    •••  *       43*    22    *2  *« 

.+--.-«----«..-  -_»-_-  -+---.  +-.-.+.  _-.«.---  _«.___-  >.-.-t- -—«----»---  -+---  -»-  ..-4..--  «.  ..-«.---.  «.--.  «..___«.. 

53.578  57.769  61.959  66.150  70.341  74.531  78.722  82.912  87.103  91.293  95.484 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTFO    VALUES    - 


-0.86472- 
16.71986 
40 


R     SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT     (A) 
EXCLUDEO    VALUES- 


0.74775 
240.96634 

150  ° 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (B) 
MISSING  VALUES 


0.00001 
-2.69827 
0 


J=     ,..,«      ihe     SOCIAL     SCIENCES,     VERSION    OF    C2/C1/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  CCC0II13     (CREATION    OATE    *     07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (00«N)     VAR I  I  1  PER    CENT    OCCUOIEO    UNITS     NEGRC    OC        (ACROSS)     VM328  *    FAMILIES    W    LT     18    MEMBER    NOT    HU 


6.94  11.35 


15.86                 20.37 
♦ ♦ ♦ 


24.88  29.39  33.90 


38.41 


96.21 S 


86.594 


76.972 


67.351 


57.729 


48.1C0 


38.4  86 


28. 8*5 


19.243 


9.622 


0.0 


42.92                 A7.A3 
1         •  •»- ♦----♦. 

•  ♦ 


•        •  •    «  • 

•••  222*     ««2    «2  •    «  •«  • 

.   |l    ■H|.ll.|....)l...|.l..|..l.|....|.l.l).«l        t  n|        ■  t  $ 

4.58  9.09  13.60  18.11  22.62  27.13  31.64 


96.215 


86.594 


76.972 


67.351 


57.729 


48.1 CS 


38.486 


28.865 


19.243 


9.6  22 


0.0 


36.16  40.67  45.18  49.69 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE     FCR     THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  <R». 
STO  ERR  OF  fST  • 
PLOTTFO    VALUES    • 


0.76698 
21 .36099 

40 


R     SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A) 
EXCLUDED    VALUES- 


151 


C  .588  27 
•20.08173 
0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     IB) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.OCO01 
1.92796 

0 


STATISTtCAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERS.ON    c-     „*,„.„« 


FILE  GC0C1113     (CREATION    OATE    ■    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C?  C3 

SCATTEPGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR111  PER    CENT    OCCUPIED    UNITS    NEGRC    OC       (ACROSS)     VAR158  AVE.    4TH    CRD.    TEST    SCORE 

25. 1C                 29.30                33. SO                37.70                41.90                46.10                50.30                54. SO                50.70                62.90 
.  4- ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦■ ♦-.•--♦_  —  _♦  —  __♦--  —  ♦«  —  ♦«___♦_ »-...+-. «..___ +____+___.. 4___.f._ .^, 

96.215       ♦  * 


96.215 


86.594 


4 
•     4 


86.594 


76.972 


76.972 


67.351 


67.351 


57.729 


57.729 


40.108 


48.108 


30.406 


38.486 


20.865 


28.865 


19.243 


19.243 


9.622 


9.622 


•  •        *  4  4 

CO  *■  4  ••444  42  2244  *4 

,».»..■♦■...).■..)»...♦•.•. »——»—■»■■■  »♦»—>■■■■»■■  ■■»■■■■>■  -■■»-■  ..<■...)...     l»«».-»».»»«.-»-»— -»■»« 

23-.C0  27.20  31.40  35.60  39.00  44.00  40.20  52.40  56.60  60.80  6S.0O 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


00/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTED    VALUCS    - 


-0.67017 
25.73120 
35 


R    SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A)        - 
EXCLUOED    VALUES- 


0.45992 
105.75748 

152      o 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    IB) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
-2.1 1069 

5 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.    VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


OS/22/73 


FILE     GCC011I3  (CREATION  OATE  *  07/16/73) 

SU9FILE     C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF    IDClwN)  VAR111     PER  CENT  OCCUPIED  UNITS  NEGRC  OC   (ACROSS)  VARI80    AVE.  6TH  6RO.  TEST  SCORE 


AC. 65       45.95 
-♦■ 


51.25       56.55       61.85       67. t5       72. A5 


,  ♦ ♦ ♦ +. . ♦ ♦ 


96.215       ♦* 


77.75                83.05                88.35 
♦- — -♦ ♦--  —  . ♦ «., 


96.215 


86.594 


86.59* 


•  * 


76.972 


76.972 


67.351 


67.351 


57.729 


57.729 


48.IC8 


48.108 


38.486 


38.486 


28.865 


28.865 


19.24  3 


19.243 


9.622 


9.622 


•     «    *  *  * 

0.0  ♦       *  •   *  t    •  *  <•    «  2 

...--.-  +  .-..  «...  .--.«..-.-«.--  --♦ -.«.-..-+-..-  +  .-..+.-  — «-_.«.---«.-.. 

38.00  43.30  48.60  53.90  59.20  64.50  69.80 


*  2  •     *< 

»■■!  ■■  ■■>"..t»w.|i..i|.i  ■  .  | -■■-». 

75.10  80.40  85.70  91.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/CI/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTFO    VALUES    - 


-0.62286 
27.05436 
36 


R    SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A) 
EXCLUOCO    VALUES- 


0.38795 
10  1.4731 1 

153      o 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (8) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00002 
■1.41395 

4 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOB    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.    VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  GCC011I3     (CREATION    DATE    *     G7/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGPAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR1I1  PER    CENT    OCCUPIEO    UNITS    NEGRO    OC       (ACROSS)    V AR 20 2  AVE.    8TH    GRO.    TEST    SCORE 


49.70 


57.10 


64.50 


71.90  79.30 


♦  -___♦_-_-♦ -___+- _-_♦__--«. __*__-_^____4.  ____♦____♦____♦____♦____»  ____+_ 


96.215 


86.70  94.10  101.50  108.90  116.30 

____♦_- — «... — _«._. — _♦____*, 


96.215 


86.594 


86.594 


'76.972 


76.972 


67.351       ♦• 


67.351 


57.729 


57.729 


48.106 


48.1C8 


38.466 


38.486 


28.865 


28.865 


19.243 


19.243 


9.622 


9.622 


*  ••  •  * 

C.C  •  *  m      Z2       *********       *  *  »< 

,»..«4..»»....>....ti...t....»....>....t....»....t....>....t....|....>....|i...»».l4i».  •■  i  ..»—.»♦. 

46-.CC  53.40  60.80  68.20  75.60  83.00  90.40  97.80  105.20  112.60  120. CO 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  (R>- 
STO  FRR  OF  EST  - 
OLOTTfD    VALUES    - 


-0.70702 
24.71717 
.15 


R     SQUAREO 
INTfiRCFPT    (A» 
EXCLUOCO    VALUES- 


0.49988 
120.46758 
154        0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
-1.33659 

5 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOP    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.    VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  GICCUIB     (CRFATION    DATE    a     07/16/731 

SUBFILF  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR I  1 1  PER    CENT    OCCUPIED    UNITS    NEGRO    OC       (ACROSS)    VAR224  AVE.    TEST    SCORE    FOR    SCHOOL 


39.40 


44.20  49.00  53.80  56.60  63.40  68.20  73.00  77.60  82.60 

♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 4 ♦ ♦ ♦ -♦ + ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ «., 


96.215 


86.594 


86.594 


76.972 


76.9  72 


67.351 


67.351 


57.729 


57.729 


46.108 


48.106 


36.486 


38.486 


26.8*5 


19.243 


19.243 


9.622 


9.622 


♦  *       2  • 

0.0   .         ♦  *  •  *    2    2       •    *  •    •  *  22*  •    *         2* 

,   »■»-»>.  ...»....|....|....|..    ■■>"»■»■»  |  ■    I     ■    ■    t    I     ■         ■>!     Ill|  ■■■■■>■■■    ■|....|....tlllll         »■-.   .    |-».«  «...-»...-«  . 

37.00  41.80  46.60  51.40  56.20  61.00  65.80  70.60  75.40  60.20  85. CO 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORPELATION  (R»- 
STO  FRO  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTED    V4LUES    - 


-0.66363 
25.38579 
38 


R     SOUAREO  -  0.44040 

INTERCEPT     (A>        -  109.220CS 

EXCLUDED    VALUES-      1  C  E  0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
-1.56886 

2 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES*  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  G00P1113     (CREATION    OATE    *     07/16/73) 

SU9FILF  C2  C3 

SCATTERGMAM    OF  (Od.N)     VAR Ml  PER    CENT     OCCUPIED    UNITS    NEGRC    OC        (ACROSS)     VAR316  AVE.12TM    GRO. SCORE 


22.2:                  6B.60 
.♦____«. ,_ 

96.215       ♦  # 


115.00  161.40  207.80 


25*. 2  0 
»  ■  ■  ii  4 


■  .-  ■»--- 


300.60  347.00  393.40 

.  —  ♦--  —  ♦----♦—. 


439.80 


♦- ♦- — -♦, 


96.215 


86.594 


86.594 


76.972       ♦ 


76.9  72 


67.351 


67.351 


57.729 


57.729 


48.108 


48.1 08 


33.486 


38.486 


2  8.86  5 


28.865 


19.243 


19.243 


9.622       ♦ 


9.622 


t  • 

[4  •       •  •    •  • 

0.0  *5  •••"••••    #2         *2      ••  *  *       ♦ 

.  »»»»»».»■■  |  m.|i  i..)....)....(....|....«....>....|  in   i|— .■!..■■)..  ..I..1.I....II.,  .)i  ...|....|...     », 

-1.00  45.40  91.80  138.20  184.60  231.00  277.40  323.80  370.20  416.60  463.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R>- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTFD     VALUES     - 


-0.25822 
32.1*091 

40 


R    SQUARED  -  0.06668 

INTERCEPT    (A)        -  33.16573 

EXCLUDED    VALUES-     JQg  ° 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (81 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.05383 
-0.05651 
0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOP    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.    VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/24/73 


FILE     SOSSFILE  (CREATION  DATE  ■  07/06/73) 

SUBFILE    C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF    (Otl»N)  VAR111    PER  CENT  OCCUPIEO  UNITS  NEGRC  OC   (ACROSS)  AOCRT1    RATE  OF  A 10  TO  OEPENOENT  CMILORE 


-0.3* 
,  ♦ ♦ ♦•- 


3.20  6.75  10.29  13.84  17.38  20.93  24.47  28. C2 


.+.-- . *. 


31.56 
«... — «., 


76.972 


67.351 


57.729 


4e.l08 


38.486 


28.865 


19.243 


9.622 


*  *       •  ••     • 

0.0  ♦**    *    *5»*2**2*  • 

-2.11  1.43  4.98  8.52  12. C6 


96.215 


86.594 


76.972 


67.351 


57.729 


48.10B 


38.4e6 


28.865 


19.243 


9.622 


0.0 


15.61  19.15 


22.70  26.24 


29.79  33.33 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE     FCR    THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STO  ERR  OF  CS-T  • 
PLOTTFO     V*LUTS     - 


C. 91553 
13.39102 


R    SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A)        - 

CXCLLDfiO     VALUFS- 


0.83819 

0.15774 

157        0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     IB) 
MISSING     VALUES 


0.00001 
3.27121 

0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  Of  02/01/72 


08/24/73 


FILE  S*>SSFILE     ICREATION    OATC     ■    07/06/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF     (DOWN)  VARtll     PER  CENT  OCCUPIED  UNITS  KEGRC  OC   (ACROSS)  AFDCRT     AIO  FAM«S  *»  OEPENDENT  CHILDREN 


96.215   ♦ 


86.594 


76.972 


67.351 


-0.96        1.3*        3.65        5.95        8.26       10.56       12.87       15.17       17.48       19.78 


57, 

729 

I 

48. 

ton 

•  • 


38.486 


28.865 


19.243 


9.622 


*        •    •     •     • 
0.0      ♦**    4  •  5  2»      ••    3  •• 

.  .«. — -_♦ 1.«..|.  .  ■>.    .|  ■  .  .  .»■■»-«■—  ♦--■ 

-2.11        C.19        2.50        4.80        7.11 


96.215 


86.59* 


76.972 


67.3S1 


57.729 


48.108 


38.486 


28.865 


19.243 


9.622 


0.0 


9.41       11.72       14.02       16.33 


18.63       20.94 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FC  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  C2/01/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLDTTtn     V»LUFS 


0.83914 

in. i06e3 

*0 


R  SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
exCLLDFO  VALUES- 


158 


0.70416 
•0.95846 
0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (B) 
MISSING  VALUFS 


0.00001 
4.64067 
0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE     FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/24/73 


FILE     SPSSFILE  (CREATION  OATE  =  07/06/73) 

SUBFILE     C2  C3 

SCATTEPGRAM  OF     (DOWN)  VAR111     PER  CENT  OCCUPIED  UNITS  KEGRC  OC   (ACROSS)  ATOBRT     RATE  OF  A  10  TO  DISABLED 


0.31  5.16  10.00  14.85  19.70 


,  ».---  + — --♦- ♦ — --«.----+----»-- --+-—-  t----*----*- 


24.55  29.39 

...4--  —  ♦-—-♦  —  . 


34.24  39.09 


43.94 


96.215       ♦ 


86.594 


76.972 


67.351 


57.729 


4P. 108 


38.486 


28.865 


19.243 


9.622 


0.0 


•       2  3 

••4*922*  * 

2.11  2.73  7.58  12.43  17.28 


*♦  96.215 


86.594 


76.972 


67.351 


57.729 


48.108 


38.486 


28.865 


19.243 


9.622 


0.0 


22.12  26.97  31.82  36.67  41.51  46.36 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STD  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTED    VALUES    - 


0.91400 
13.50605 
40 


R     SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A)        - 
EXCLUDFD    VALUES- 


159 


0.83540 
2.68668 
0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (B) 
MISSING  VALUES 


0.00001 
2.49986 
0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 

FILE  G0001113     <CRFATION    OATE    =    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  CJ>  C3 

SCATTEPGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR108  PER    CENT    UNITS    WITH    1.01*    PPR 


08/22/73 


(ACROSS)    VAR321  PROPERTY    CRIME 


I.C7 


3.21 


22.31 1 


5.35  7.49  9.63  11.77  13.91  16.06  18.20  20.34 

-♦ «. «. «,-- — ♦--  —  >n   in  '» — --♦----«.-_--♦--—♦_—♦____♦.____♦.____«.__._♦, 

•  ♦ 


,  ♦•__.»_-__♦__  _-♦_  ___♦___  _«._  - --4.--- -+---- *..--- 4..--+_  __. 


22.311 


2C.cee 


20.oeo 


17.849 


17.849 


15.618 


15.610 


t  3.386 


13.386 


1  1  .155 


11  .155 


8.924 


8.924 


6.693 


6.693 


4.462 


4.462 


2.231 


2.231 


0.0       .     ♦  *  * 

.+.. --  +  -..- +----»----.»-..--«<----  *.---+--._»--  --4.-_.-4.  _. 

0.0  2.14  4.28  6.42  8.56  10.70 


~».t  ■■■■»■■  ..)i.n>...«t....t....t...i  «.»»»♦, 

12.84  14.98  17.13  19.27  21.41 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  IR)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
"LOTTED    VALUES    - 


0.51799 

5.55438 

40 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A)   - 
EXCLUOEO  VALUES- 


C.  26832 
3.64687 
160        c 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    <B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00031 
0.64C09 
C 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOP  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE     GCC0I113  ICPEAT10N  DATE  »  07/16/73) 

SUBFILE     C?  C3 

SCATTERGPAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR108  PER    CENT    UNITS    WITH    1. 01*    PPfi  (ACROSS)     VAR322  SOCIAL    0 1 SORG AN  I ZAT ION 


5.69 


22.31 1 


1  .«>C 


9.48  13.27  17.06  20 • 8S  24.64  28.43  32.22  36.02 

-♦ ■>■  '■')■'  ■■>■ ♦ — --♦ -♦ -♦—  —  »■        . ». 


22.311 


2C.CBC 


20.080 


17.849 


17.849 


13.618 


I  5.618 


1 3.386 


1 3.386 


1  I .155 


11.1S5 


0.924 


8.924 


6.693 


6.693 


4.462 


4.462 


2.231 


2.231 


CO  ♦•       * 

,»...»>.»■■)■■■ ■>-■  ■■|»...|«»..t»«»«l».«.|»««»l»..ili  ■■■|....|...«|..i  iln ■  .i  |      i.     ♦ 
C .C  3.79  7.5.8  11.37  15.16  18.96  22.75  26.54  30.33 


■  ■■■I |n..|..i.)....«  . 

34.12  37.91 


O.C 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     02/C1/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R|- 
STO  FRP  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTFf)     VALUES    ■ 


0.52510 
3.52617 
40 


R     SOUAREO 
INTERCFPT     (A) 
CXCLU'JCO    VALUES- 


161 


0.27373 
4.33912 
C 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  CB) 
MISSING  VALUES 


0.00023 
0.34113 

0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.    VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  GCCC11I3     (CREATION    DATE    *    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (OOWN)     VARI08  PER    CENT    UNITS    WITH     1.01*     PPR 


0.46 


1  .38 


2.29 


3.21 


4.13 


.  ♦- 

22.311        # 


2C.C80 


-♦- ♦• 


(ACROSS)    VAR320  CRIME    OF    VIOLENCE 

5*05  5.96  6.88  7.80 

.-  +  ---.  4.-.- -«.---_+--  — +----4.  „__-«.___. 


17.8A9 


15.618 


I  3.386 


I  1  .155 


8.92* 


6.69  3 


4.462 


2.231 


8.72 
♦ ♦ ♦, 


0.0  +  2 

'O.C  C.92  1.83  2.75  3.67  4.59  5.50  6.42  7.3*  8.26  9.17 


22.311 


20.080 


17.849 


15.618 


13.386 


11.155 


8.924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


0.0 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE    FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STO  FRR  OF  EST  - 
RLOTTEO     VALUES    - 


0.73686 
4.3  89  86 

40 


R     SQUARED 
INTERCEPT     (A) 
EXCLUOED    VALUES- 


162 


0.54296 
3.84787 
C 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
1.81726 

0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.    VERSION    OF    C2/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  GCCC1113     ICREATION    DATE    =     07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTEPGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR1C8  PER    CENT    UNITS    WITH    1 .0 1 ♦    PPR  (ACROSS)    V  AR  1  2  0  PEP    CENT    HUSBAND-WIFE    FAMILIES 


55.674  59.864  64.055  68.245  72.436  76.626  60.817  85.007  89.198  93.389 


22.31 1 


2C.080 


17.849 


15.61  R 


13.386       ♦* 


1  1  .155 


22.311 


20.080 


17.849 


15.618 


13.386 


11.155 


8.924 


8.924 


6.693 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


CO  ♦ 

.  »,...t    .■■■!»■■■■ 

53.578  57.769 


♦  2 

*  * 

*  * 

*  *         * 


... +-.-.4.-- --».--.»----»--.-  +  -... «-_-+ -_..»-.-.«..- .-+----4. ...  +  ---_« -♦-- ♦----♦. 

61.959  66.150  70.341  74.531  78.722  82.912  87.103  91.293  95.484 


4.4  62 


2.231 


0.0 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE    FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  IR)- 
STO  fQR  OF  EST  • 
Ol  OTTFD     VALUCS     • 


-0.82653 
3.6551C 
40 


R    SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT     (A) 
EXCLUOCO    VALUES- 


163 


0.68315 
48.37541 

C 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    C8> 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.C0001 
■0.5C307 


— -1 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE     FOR     THE    SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  G0001113     ICREATION    OATE     a    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C?  C3 

SCATTtRGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR108  PER     CENT    UNITS    WITH     1*01+     PPR 


(ACROSS)    VAR328  X    FAMILIES    W    LT     18    MEMBER    NOT    HU 


6.64 


11.35  15. 86 


22.311        ♦ 


2C.C8C 


17.8*9 


15.618 


I  3.386 


I  1  .155 


20.37                24.68                29.39  33.90  38.41  42.92  47.43 
♦-- 4---- ♦----♦-—♦ -  +  -.-.«.  — ._«.. ___+____  +  _.  »_«.___.4__.  _«.____  4. 

* 


•  •        • 


8.924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


CO  ♦•• 

4.59  9.09  13.60  18.11  22.62 


22.311 


20.080 


17.849 


IS. 618 


13.386 


11  .155 


8.924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


0.0 


27.13  31.64 


—.4..— ♦-— ------  *.-..-  4....  *...-- 4. 

36.16  40.67  45.18  49.69 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOP     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF     02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  IB)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTFD    VALUES    - 


0.74523 
4.32987 

40 


R    SOUAREO  -  C. 55537 

INTERCEPT     (A)        -  -0.41519 

CXCLUOED    VALUES-  164        0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    <B> 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
0.36539 
0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES,  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  GCC01113     (CREATION    OATE    =    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR108  PER    CENT    UNITS    WITH    1.01*    PPR  (ACROSS)    VAR13S  AVE.     4TH    GRO.    TEST    SCORE 

25.10  29.30  33.50  37.70  41.90  46.10  50.30  54.50  SB. 70  62.90 

22.311        ♦  *  ♦ 


20.080 


17.849 


15.618 


13.386 


1 1  .155 


8.924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


*    •  * 

«  2 


0.0    .  ♦  •  * 

.+-.--4-——+  —  .»---- »----+..---»---  .«.-..  +  ____+____  +.___«.___  -*--  --».-  __4. -_-«..-_-  4._.  ..»..-.>..-  _♦____♦. 

23. CO  27. 2C  31.40  35.60  39.80  44.00  48.20  52.40  56.60  60.80  65.00 


22.311 


20.080 


17.849 


15.618 


13.386 


11 .155 


8.924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  (R>- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTED  VALUES  - 


-0.71519 
4.76265 
35 


R    SQUARED  -  0.51150 

INTERCEPT     (A)        -  24.69244 

EXCLUDED    VALUES-         Jg5  0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE    (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
-0.43484 


_- 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES*    VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


06/22/73 


FILE  GCC0M13     (CREATION    OATE    ■    C7/16/73I 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTEOGPAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR108  PER     CENT    UNITS    WITH    1.014-     PPR  (ACROSS)     VAR180  AVE.     6TM    GRO .     TEST    SCORE 


40.65  45.95  51.25  56.55  61.85  67.15  72.45  77.75  83.05  88.35 

.♦ ♦ «. ♦ ♦ «. «. f, »«. , * «.__ .»__ «. -4— ♦ ♦- 4--- ♦ 4 4-. 

22.311        4*  + 


22.311 


20.08C 


20.oeo 


17.849 


17.649 


15.618 


15.610 


1 3.386 


13.386 


1  I.  155 


II .155 


8.924 


8.924 


6.693 


6.693 


4.462 


4.462 


2.231 


*     * 
* 


2.231 


0.0                 4                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           *     44 
.+_._-+.-.- 4.----*. ---+----«.-- --+.-.-«.---. 4---.  4-- --»--— 4----4----4-- --4---- 4---- 4----4----4----4-- 4-. 

38.00  43.30  48.60  53.90  59.20  64.50  69.80  75.10  80.40  85.70  91.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R>- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLDTTCD  VALUES  - 


-0.71902 

R    SOUAREO 

0.51700 

4.74363 

INTERCEPT     (A) 

2S.364S2 

36 

EXCLUOED    VALUES- 

166 

0 

SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (0) 
MISSING  VALUES 


0.00001 
-0.32217 

4 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/22/73 


FILE  GCreill3     (CREATION    DATE     ■    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR1C8  PER    CENT     UNITS    WITH     1.01*     PP  R  (ACROSS)     VAR202  AVE.     8TH    GRO.     TEST    SCORE 


22.31 1 


49. 7C  57.10  64.50  71. 00  79.30  86.70  9A.10  1 0 1 . SO  108.90  116.30 

.--♦ ♦.____«.____♦_ » ■>-».«|»  —  »..««|.l     I.  ■  |l.l.»..l.«....t....t.. ♦—»-»!  nil)..!!   >  —  ■  ->»--.», 


22.311 


2c.ee* 


20.0  80 


17.849 


♦  17.849 


15.618 


15.618 


1 3.3P6 


13.386 


I  1  .155 


11.155 


8.924 


8.924 


6.693 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


* 


•  * 

* 


4.4  62 


2.231 


CO  ♦  *  * 

.  !■■■. >■■■■>■■  ■  ■In     ii|iiiit     i  .■[■■■■|«»i.|..i.|.«ii|  i     ii)  hi  i|i      ■■»     ■        Iiii     t  i»«..-«...i>    .i.|i...i», 

46.r0  53.40  60.80  68.20  75.60  83. CO  90.40  97.80  105.20  112.60  120.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  C2/01/72 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRFLATION  (R)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTED  VALUCS  - 


-0.76471 
4.41747 

35 


R    SOUAREO  -  0.58479 

INTERCEPT     (A)        -  28.1940? 

EXCLUOED    VALUES-         167  C 


08/22/73 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  (B) 
MISSING  VALUES 


O.0C0O1 
-0.28356 

5 


m—m 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 

FILE  GCCC1113     (CREATION    DATE    *    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C?  C3 

SCATTERGRAM  OF     (DOWN!  VAR108    PER  CENT  UNITS  WITH  1. 01*  PPR 


08/22/73 


(ACROSS!    VAR22*  AVE.    TEST    SCORE    FOR    SCHOOL 


39. 4C  A*. 20  A9.00  53.60  56.60  63.40  68.20  73.00  77.60  82.60 

.  ♦-- ♦--—♦—---♦----♦----♦——♦--  —  ♦----♦----♦— -—♦■-— •-♦•—-♦-  —  -♦  —  —♦----♦.— »-*  —  -_4.____ «._«-_«.____ ^.# 

22.311        ♦*  ♦ 


22.311 


2C.C8C 


20.060 


17.849 


17.849 


15.618 


15.618 


1 3.3P6 


13.386 


1 1.155 


11.155 


8.924 


8.9  24 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


06/22/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  <*»)• 
STD  ERR  OF  EST  • 
PLOTTEO     VALUES    • 


-0.74649 
4.42864 

38 


R     SOUAREO 
INTERCEPT     (Al 
EXCLUOEO    VALUES- 


168 


0.55725 
26.70931 

0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B) 
MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
-0.34612 

2 


6.693 


4.462 


*     •  • 

*        4 


4.462 


2.231 


2.231 


0.0     -  ♦  4  44 

,♦  —  ---------------------  .»----«..-  -.-«_---  «.____+__-_  4.-..  »___.  «---  _♦-_  --«.--  — 4. ...«....«-... >..-.«.-..-  «.. 

37.00  41. 8C  46.60  51.40  56.20  61. CO  65.80  70.60  75.40  80.20  85.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 

FILF  GP00U13     ICRFATION    DATE     =    07/16/73) 

SUBFILE  C?  C3 

SCATTCPGCAM  OF     (DOWN)  VAR108     PER  CENT  UNITS  WITH  1.01*  PPR 


08/22/73 


(ACROSS)    VAR318  AVE.12TH    GRO. SCORE 


22. 2C                 68.60              115. OC              161.40             207.80              254.20             300.60             347.00             393.40  439.80 

.  ♦-- — ♦• f ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ -♦ ♦ ..4.— _«. «.-_..+ —  __«. ♦____.».__ «.___«.  ♦___._4.__.__4.. 

22.311       ♦  •  «. 


22.311 


2C.C80 


20.080 


17.849 


17.849 


IS. 618 


IS. 618 


1 3.386 


13.386 


1  1.155 


11 .155 


6.924 


6.693 


6.693 


4.462       ♦* 


•     »  • 

*    *  » 


4.462 


•  * 

*       • 


2.231        ♦• 


2.231 


0.0  ♦  *  * 

. 4_-_-4-__-4___-4--_-4.-_.4_. —  4___-4_— _4_.__4_---4.___4-_._4.-__4 __— 4-  — 4— .  4__-.4-.-_ ♦—  -_4  — -4. 

-1.00  45.40  91.80  138.20  184.60  231.00  277.40  323.80  370.20  416.60  463.00 


0.0 


STATISTICAL     PACKAGE    FOR     THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    C2/01/72 


08/22/73 


STATISTICS. . 

CORRELATION  <R)- 
STO  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PlITTCO    VALUFS    - 


-C. 36012 
6.C5775 

40 


R  SOUAREO 
INTCRCEPT  (A)   - 
exCLUOEO  VALUES- 


169 


0.12969 
10.84928 
C 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  <B) 
MISSING  VALUES 


0.01123 
-0.01592 
0 


— - 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE    SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/24/73 


FILE  SPSSFILE     (CREATION    DATE    =     07/C6/73) 

SUBFILE  C2  C3 

SCATTFRGRAM  OF     (DOWN)  VAR108    PER  CENT  UNITS  »ITH  1.01*  PPR       (ACROSS)  AOCRT 1     RATE  OF  A IO  TO  OEPENOENT  CMILDRE 


-0.3*  3.20  6.75  10.29 


13.64 
...4—. 


17.38  20.93  24.47  28.02  31.56 


22.311        ♦ 


20.CB0 


17.849       ♦ 


13.618 


1 3.386 


1  1.155 


8.924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


•  «  * 


•        •       • 


* 


0.0  ♦  •  * 

-2.11  1.43  4.98  8.52  12. C 6  15.61  19.15 


22.311 


20.oeo 


17.849 


13.618 


13.386 


11.135 


8.924 


6.693 


4.4C2 


2.231 


0.0 


22.70  26.24  29.79  33.33 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE     FC«=     THE     SOCIAL    SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    02/01/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STO  ERR  OK  EST  - 
PLOTTFO  VALUFS 


0.87167 
3.18243 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
EXCLUDED  VALUES- 


0.75980 
3.49232 


170 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE     (B) 


MISSING    VALUES 


0.00001 
0.60750 
0 


STATISTICAL  PACKAGE  FOR  THE  SOCIAL  SCIENCES.  VERSION  OF  02/01/72 


08/24/73 


FILE     SPSSFILE  (CREATION  OATE  ■  07/06/73) 

SUBFILF     C2  C3 

SCATTERGPAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR10B  PER    CENT    UNITS    *ITH     1.01*     PPB  (ACROSS)     AFOCRT  AID    FAM'S    *    OEPENDENT    CHILDREN 


-C.96 


1  .34 


3.65  5.95 

._♦__  __  +  _-  —  ♦-  — 


8.26  10.56 


22.311        ♦ 


20.08C 


12.87  15.17 


17.48  19.78 


17.849 


15.618 


1 3.386 


1  I  .155 


8.924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


«  *  *  • 

2 


« 
0.0  ♦  *         * 

-2.11  C.19  2.50  4.80  7.11  9.4  1  11.72  14.02  16.33 


22.311 


20.oeo 


17.849 


15.618 


13.386 


11.155 


8.924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.23 


0   ; 


18.63  20.94 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE    FOR    THE     SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    C2/0I/72 


08/24/73 


STATISTICS.. 

CORRELATION  (R)- 
STD  ERR  OF  EST  - 
PLOTTED    VALUES    - 


0.78211 
4.C4634 

40 


R  SQUARED 
INTERCEPT  (A) 
EXCLLDED  VALUES- 


171 


0.61169 
3.36293 

0 


SIGNIFICANCE 
SLOPE  <B) 
MtSSlNG  VALUES 


0.00001 
0.84367 

0 


STATISTICAL    PACKAGE     FOR    THE    SOCIAL     SCIENCES.     VERSION    OF    C2/01/72 


08/24/73 


FILE     SPSSFILE  (CREATION  DATE  "     07/06/73) 

SUBFILE    C2  C3 

SCATTERGRAM    OF  (DOWN)     VAR108  PER     CENT    UNITS    WITH     1.01*     PPf 


(ACROSS)     ATOBRT  RATE    OF     AID     TO    OISABLEO 


0.31 


5.16  10.00 


M.es 

— -♦_-. 


22.31 1 


20.060 


17.649 


15.616 


13.386' 


1 1.155 


8. 924 


6.693 


4.462 


2.231 


19.70  24.55  29.39  34.24  39.09  43.94 


* 
2    • 

•       ••  * 

2 

•       « 


0.0  ♦       *  * 

-2.lt  2.73  7.56  12.43  17.28  22.12  26.97  31.82  36.67 


22.311 


20.080 


17.849 


15.618 


13.386 


11.155 


6.9  24 


6.693 


4.4  62 


2.231 


0.0 


41. SI  46.36 
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